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TV broadcast .... Saved deposits 
....|. housands of enquiries 


ACCOMPLISHED! 


WHAT 
WE 


HINK 


Humbug on the 
BNP broadcast 


Total hysteria broke out across the full 
spectrum of politically correct, leftist liberal 
politics when it was known that the British 
National Party, by fielding 56 candidates in 
the general election, was going to be granted 
broadcasts on BBC and independent television. 
Small but vociferous demonstrations were 
mounted outside Broadcasting House and at 
regional BBC studios across the country. The 
issue became a topic of earnest debate in the 
circles of the broadcasting world itself as well 
as in the press. Mark Lawson, writing in The 
Guardian on April 26th, whined in protest that 
‘*Tyndall’s poisonous address’’ had been 
allowed to proceed. 

And why on earth not? Isn’t Britain supposed 
to be a democracy? Ah, but the liberal 
totalitarians had an answer to this one! 

By calling for compulsory repatriation of 
ethnic minorities (not in fact mentioned in the 
broadcast but only in its much longer and more 
detailed Election manifesto), the BNP was 
said to be causing ‘deep offence’ to the ethnic 
minorities and making them feel ‘threatened’. 
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We cannot for the life of us see why. 

Those of us of patriotic opinions are deeply 
offended by things we hear said on television 
and read in the newspapers every day, but we 
do not demand that those who utter them 
should be gagged. As we have just said, 
Britain is supposed to be a democracy. 

As for the ethnic minorities feeling 
‘threatened’, who could reasonably feel 
threatened by John Tyndall’s statement in the 
broadcast that: ‘‘We must stop immigration, 
and we must help the immigrants return 
home.”’ 

In the party’s Manifesto — which most of 
these hysteria-mongers have probably not 
even bothered to read — it is stated that those 
having to return to their lands of origin under 
the second (compulsory) phase of the BNP’s 
repatriation scheme would have their fares 
paid and receive generous resettlement grants 
to help them in the countries of their 
destination, where they would also be assisted 
by British overseas aid being channelled into 
the provision of an infra-structure of housing, 
jobs and schools for children. That doesn’t 
strike us as ‘threatening’; it seems like a pretty 
good deal for the ethnic minorities for which 
they would have every reason to be grateful to 
this country. 

Isn’t the real truth that the BNP’s opponents 
are not concerned with anyone being ‘deeply 
offended’ or feeling ‘threatened’ at all? Isn’t 
the real truth that they are very frightened of 
the party’s overall programme for the revival 
of Britain and of the fact that public opinion 
is swinging inexorably in the direction of the 
kind of policies which the party is advocating 
— on immigration, on Europe, on law and 
order and on much else? 

If you can’t beat ’em in argument, ban ’em! 
Hasn’t that always been the philosophy of 
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liberals and leftists everywhere? Come clean, 
you opponents of the BNP, that’s what you 
really want. Stop striking high moral postures 
and admit the truth! 


Blowing with the wind? 


Everyone knows that the Tories have long 
made a habit of wrapping themselves in the 
national flag at election time and at party 
conferences, while their underlying policies 
have been treasonable. 

Now Labour is at it. The party’s image- 
makers have obviously persuaded the 
leadership to scrap its international proletarian 
image and its crypto-communist slogans. The 
Union Jack has featured prominently in Labour 
presentations during the recent election, and in 
one election broadcast Tony Blair’s assertion 
of his ‘patriotism’ was accompanied by the 
strains of Land of Hope and Glory. 

Late in the day, the Liberal Democrats seemed 
to have got the message. In a TV broadcast on, 
April 27th, we heard nothing of the usual 
politically correct slogans and clichés about 
‘one world’. Paddy’s ex-army comrades were 
heard testifying to what a great leader he was 
in the field, while a tune unfamiliar to LibDem 
folklore was heard in the background. Yes, it 
was Elgar again! This time Nimrod. What was 
going on? 

Nothing surprising, really. The party spin- 
doctors have had their bloodhounds sniffing 
the national air to find out what noises the 
British public wants to hear. The feedback 
obviously is that what is wanted is more 
nationalism. So the parties which in their 
hearts hate nationalist sentiments are only too 
willing to exploit them if some electoral 
advantage is to be gained. 

We should be encouraged by all this. Britain 
is turning towards the thinking of the BNP. 
The establishment parties, desperately worried 
about this, are attempting to appropriate the 
latter’s platform. It’s truly flattering! 

Needless to say, it’s also something against 
which we should be on our guard. There is a 
transparent insincerity in the sight of politicians 
who for all of their careers have been willing 
servants of Europe, multi-racialism and the 
‘New World: Order’ now asserting their 
‘Britishness’. We must lose no opportunity to 
expose this pretence to the British people. 

At the same time, we should treat it as a 
welcome sign of the way the wind is blowing! 


For services rendered? (1) 


Everyone knows that politicians in Britain 
who make an almighty mess of running the 
country are not likely to suffer any great material 
privations after they have been kicked out of 
office. Peter McKay, writing in the Daily Mail 
on April 21st, put the focus on this when he 
headed his article ‘Win or lose, the deadbeats 
do all right for themselves’. He continued:- 

‘John Major might pick up a plum job in 

international banking if he loses on May Ist. 
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Labour’s new ‘patriotic’ image, as trundled out in their cynical votes-at-any-price 
campaign. New Foreign Secretary Robin Cook doesn’t look very happy with it though. 


Why would a defeated Prime Minister 
derided as weak and indecisive be eligible 
for such a position? 
‘*Because his job has given him a high 
profile, lots of contacts and deep inside 
information about the workings of our 
economy. For the same reason, former 
Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd, a career 
politician — now Lord Hurd — is making 
more money from banking than he’s ever 
made. 

‘‘Most of the Tory Cabinet can expect juicy 
job offers if the Conservatives lose. Top 
jobs, lots of money, seats in the House of 
Lords, handsome advances for their 
memoirs. These are the perks of politics... 
**Tt’s the same with Labour and the Liberal 
Democrats, whose former leader, David 
Steel — now Lord Steel — is a wealthy 
man, despite never having served in 
government or held a job. 

‘‘Politicians like us to think ofthe sacrifices 
they’ve made to serve us. But having to 
fight elections is their only true exposure to 
the real world, and it’s brief. So let’s spare 
our tears for those who lose this time round. 
For most of them, it’s perk collection time. ”’ 


It’s difficult to improve on this description 
of contemporary political life in Britain. But 
has Mr. McKay got it entirely right? Are 
people like Major just given plum jobs in the 
City because of their-‘‘high profile, lots of 
contacts and deep inside information about 
the workings of our economy?’’ 

Or are these first and foremost the perks 
they enjoy for a lifetime’s loyal service to 
International Finance — the true master of 
Britain, which manipulates party politicians 
to its purposes as if they were puppets on 
strings, and then when they have outlived 
their usefulness puts them out to pasture with 
generous payouts for services rendered? 

Perhaps journalists like Peter McKay have 
an inkling of this, but are forbidden to say so! 


For services rendered? (2) 
According to a report in the Daily Tele- 
graph of the 26th April, John Major put the 
block on attempts by Michael Howard to 
raise immigration as a campaign issue in the 
general election. Said the report:- 
“The Prime Minister said senior Tory 


strategists have turned down the Home 

Secretary’s request to be allowed to make 

more ofrecentasylum legislation in speeches. 

“*Mr. Major is determined not to be accused 

of playing the ‘race card’ although sources 

stressed he is happy with immigration 

policy.”’ 

Let’s now turn to another report, which 
appeared in the Sunday Times the following 
day headed ‘Muslim network channels millions 
to Central Office’. This said:- 


**An international network of Muslim 
mosques has made large secret donations to 
the Tory Party. One of those involved says as 
much as £5 million was channelled into 
Conservative Central Office. 

**The donations from the world’s Islamic’ 
community were organised by a syndicate of 
Middle East businessmen and sent through a 
complex network of offshore bank and 
investment accounts. This followed meetings 
last year between Jeffrey Speed, then director 
of fund-raising and the treasurer’s department 
at Central Office, and Mohammed Kahan, 
who is wanted on gun-running charges in 
Fiji. 

‘Senior Tory sources confirmed yesterday 
that the donations had been discussed over 
several months last year. They emphasised 
that no money had been received directly 
from Kahan but added they could not deny 
that cash had been received from the 
international Islamic community.”’ 


Could there perhaps be some connection 
between these two news items? 


Now we know 

The latest cat to have been let out of the Euro- 
bag appeared in the Sunday Telegraphon27th 
April. In a report entitled ‘How MI6 pushed 
Britain to join Europe’, the paper revealed that 
a secretly-funded Foreign Office unit used 
public money to mount a covert propaganda 
and lobbying operation aimed at ensuring 
Britain joined, and then remained a member 
of, the European Union. 

The body responsible was the Foreign 
Office’s Information Research Department. 
The IRD was set up in 1948 by the then 
Foreign Minister, Christopher Mayhew, 
ostensibly to place covert anti-Communist 
propaganda around the world. Funded by the 


intelligence budget, the IRD was closely linked 
with MI6 and shared many officers — 
including the Soviet agent Guy Burgess. 

By the late 1960s, IRD employed more than 
400 people in Riverside House opposite the 
Tate Gallery and ran undercover officers all 
over the world. Following the lead of the CIA, 
which between 1949 and 1953 had funded the 
European Movement to the tune of £330,000, 
the IRD was keen to encourage public support 
for European union. 

In 1970, Edward Heath’s new government 
was set to take Britain into the EEC, but public 
and parliamentary support for the idea was 
waning. A meeting of senior information 
officers in Whitehall was convened to discuss 
what could be done. As aresult, it was decided 
that the IRD should run a covert pro-Europe 
campaign, which was to be headed by Norman 
Reddaway, Under-Secretary of State at the 
Foreign Office. His unit worked closely with 
various pro-EEC politicians, ghost-writing 
articles which appeared under their names in 
papers such as The Times. 

Also influential were a series of ‘media 
breakfasts’ held atthe Connaught Hotel, where 
Euro-traitors including Woy Jenkins, Roy 
Hattersley and the head of the British European 
Movement, Ernest Wistrich, encouraged 
journalists to run sympathetic stories. News at 
Ten was just one influential programme which 
ran a series of pro-EEC features as a direct 
result. 

One of the key figures in the campaign, the 
ex-director of publicity for the Conservative 
Party, Geoffrey Tucker, also told researchers 
that his team succeeded in getting the 
broadcaster Jack de Manio removed from his 
job as a presenter of BBC Radio’s Today 


‘programme because he was “too anti- 


European.” 

The propaganda offensive continued to be 
organised and financed by the IRD, until Sir 
William Armstrong, at the time the head of th:: 
Civil Service, found out about the illeg™: 
campaign and complained to the Prin: 
Minister. With this source of funding cut off, 
the lobbyists arranged for a front group called . 
the European League for Economic Co- 
operation to recruit Alistair McAlpine — later 
to become Tory chairman and more recently a 
key figure in the Referendum Party — as a 
fund-raiser. . .s aresult, the campaign was able 
to continue until after the 1975 referendum. 

That referendum was, in itself, rigged, since 
the ‘pro’s’ had eleven times as much to spend 
on their campaign as the ‘anti’s’. Such facts, 
taken together, show clearly how Britain’s 
membership of the EU was foisted upon us by 
a cynical perversion of the democratic process 
by a small clique of lying politicians and 
unaccountable civil servants. 

What a sweet irony that the devastation 
visited on Britain’s economy and political 
institutions as a direct result will be one of the 
main factors which will create the conditions 
for a nationalist revolution which will sweep 
them into the dustbin of history! 
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ALDERSHOT: Dr. Donald Stevens 322 (0.6 per cent); ASH- 
FIELD: Steven Belshaw 595 (1.2 per cent); BARKING: Mark 
Tolman 894 (2.7 per cent); BATLEY & SPEN: Ronald Smith 
472 (1.0 per cent); BETHNAL GREEN & BOW: David King 
3,350 (7.5 per cent — deposit saved); BEXLEYHEATH & 
‘CRAYFORD: Mrs. Pauline Smith 429 (0.9 per cent); BIRM- 
INGHAM NORTHFIELD: Keith Axon 337 (0.9 per cent); 
BIRMINGHAM PERRY BARR: Lee Windridge 544 (1.2 per 
cent); BLABY: John Peacock 523 (1.0 per cent); BOURNE- 
MOUTH WEST: John Morse 165 (0.4 per cent); BRADFORD 
WEST: Gary Osborn 839 (1.8 per cent); BRISTOL NORTH 
_WEST: Stephen Parnell 265 (0.5 per cent); BROXBOURNE: 
David Bruce 610 (1.3 per cent); CALDER VALLEY: Christian 
Jackson 431.(0.8 per cent); CARSHALTON & WALLINGTON: 
Gary Ritchie 261 (0.5 per cent}; CHARNWOOD: Matthew 
Palmer 525 (0.9 per cent); CHINGFORD & WOODFORD 
GREEN: Alan Gould 1,059 (2.4 per cent); CLYDESDALE: 
Kenneth Smith 311 (0.7 per cent); COVENTRY SOUTH: 
Jeffrey Astbury 328 (0.7 per cent); CROYDON SOUTH: Paul 
‘Ferguson 354 (0.7 per cent); DAGENHAM: William Binding 
900 (2.5 per cent); DARTFORD: Paul McHale 428 (0.8 per 
cent); DEWSBURY: Mrs. Frances Taylor 2,232 (5.2 per cent — 
‘deposit saved); EAST HAM: Colin Smith 1,258 (3.2 per cent); 
EDMONTON: Bruce Cowd 437 (1.0 per cent); ELTHAM: 
William Hitches 491 (1.1 per cent); ENFIELD NORTH: Mrs. 
‘Jean Griffin 590 (1.2 per cent); EPPING FOREST: Paul Hender- 


BNP results: the final score 


son 743 (1.4 per cent); ERITH & THAMESMEAD: Victor 
Dooley 718 (1.7 per cent); FELTHAM & HESTON: Robert 
Church 682 (1.5 per cent); GILLINGHAM: Christopher Jury 
195 (0.4 per cent); GLASGOW GOVAN: James White 149. 
(0.5 per cent); GLASGOW SHETTLESTON: Robert Currie 191 
(0.7 per cent); HACKNEY SOUTH & SHOREDITCH: Gordon 
Callow 531 (1.6 per cent); HARLOW: John Bowles 319 (0.7 
per cent) ILFORD NORTH: Paul Wilson 750 (1.5 per cent); 
ILFORD SOUTH: Aron Owens 580 (1.2 per cent); KINGS- 
WOOD: Peter Hart 290 (0.5 per cent); LEICESTER WEST: 
Adrian Belshaw 302 (0.7 per cent); LEOMINSTER: John 
Haycock 292 (0.6 per cent); MITCHAM & MORDEN: Miss 
Linda Miller 521 (1.1 per cent); MORLEY & ROTHWELL: Roger 
Wood 381 (0.8 per cent); OLD BEXLEY & SIDCUP: Mrs. 
Valerie Tyndall 415 (0.8 per cent); POPLAR & CANNING 
TOWN: John Tyndall 2,849 (7.3 per cent — deposit saved); 
READING EAST: Miss Barbara Packer 238 (0.5 per cent); 
READING WEST: lan Dell 320 (0.7 per cent); ROCHDALE: 
Gary Bergin 653 (1.4 per cent); ROMFORD: Michael Carey 522 
(1.2 per cent); ROSSENDALE & DARWEN: Andrew Weardon 
674 (1.3 per cent); SHERWOOD: Paul Ballard 432 (0.8 per 
cent); SOUTHWARK NORTH & BERMONDSEY: Michael David- 
son 713 (1.7 per cent); STOKE-ON-TRENT CENTRAL: Michael 
Coleman 606 (1.5 per cent); STOKE-ON-TRENT SOUTH: 
Steven Batkin 568 (1.2 per cent); TAUNTON: Leslie Andrews 
318 (0.5 per cent); WEST HAM: Kenneth Francis 1,193 (3.5 
per cent). 


BNP achieves all its election targets — 
and gets one or two good votes as well! 


THE introduction to the British National 
Party’s Election Manifesto began with the 
words: ‘‘The general election of 1997 will 
itself solve nothing.’? Never were truer 
words put to print. In terms of the 
political future of Britain, the election 
was one massive irrelevance. To quote 
the BNP Manifesto again: ‘‘What is 
really important is that, through this 
‘election, new forces emerge onto the 
political stage in Britain able to offer 
hope, vision and salvation in the century 
to come.”’ 

It was precisely with that objective in 
mind that the BNP’s 1997 election 
campaign was conceived and planned. 
British politics are still at a stage where no 
new party has a hope of getting seats, let 
alone winning power — though the new 
century is likely to see a spectacular change 
in that respect. Popular revulsion against a 
corrupt and incompetent Tory Government 
ensured that there would be a rush to vote 
Labour in order to consign that Government 
to the dustbin where it belongs. Tactical 
voting would therefore, as so often, be the 
order of the day; people would vote, not 
according to their preferences for policies, 
“but for the party which alone could unseat 
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Major & Co. Smaller parties were certain 
to get brushed aside in this stampede. 

It was in anticipation of this scenario that 
the BNP’s strategy for the 1997 election 
was adopted. The party had two choices: it 
could concentrate, putting all it had into a 
few seats with a view to making possible 
substantial local campaigns, with plenty of 
canvassing; or it could disperse, aiming to 
stand 50 candidates and qualify for 
broadcasting time, knowing that the 
campaign input into each individual seat 
would be minimal and votes thus reduced. 

After some discussion, the latter strategy 
was the one chosen. There is not the 
slightest doubt that this was the correct 
decision. The response to the BNP’s TV 
broadcast has been massive, and there is no 
sign of it abating. In a mere three days of 
post resulting from the broadcast, some 
2,000 enquiries about the party had been 
received from around the country. How 
many will eventually come in, and what 
membership growth this will generate, is at 
the moment impossible to say, but the 
number is certain to be big. 

The results of the election itself 
confirmed the party’s view that the drive to 
get rid of the Tories would dominate every- 
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thing. BNP activists meeting voters in 
London a few days before Polling Day 
often met with the same response: ‘‘We’d 
like to vote for you but we’ve got to vote 
Labour to get rid of the Tory Govern- 
ment.’? Some said that they would vote 
Labour in the general election but would 
support the BNP in. the council elections 
taking place on the same day. This was 
borne out by some of the latter results. 
Michael Davidson, standing in the Canning 
Town & Grange Ward of Newham, won 
13.8 per cent of the votes cast, while Peter 
Hart, standing in South Ward of the same 
borough, scored 9.3 per cent of the vote. 


GOLDSMITH MONEY 
INTERVENES 

Nevertheless, the BNP vote in the 
general election around the country would 
have been substantially better had it not 
been for the intervention almost every- 
where of Sir James Goldsmith’s Refer- 
endum Party. The BNP was also affected, 
although to a lesser extent, by the presence 
of the United Kingdom Indepen-dence 
Party (UKIP). The BNP has been cam- 
paigning against European Union for much 
longer than either organisation — Sir 


James’ conversion to the cause of anti- 
federalism being a very recent one. Never- 
theless, as everyone knows, in democratic 
party politics money tells. No less than £20 
million of the Goldsmith fortune was 
lavished on the Referendum Party’s election 
campaign, with committee rooms in’ most 
consituencies, promotional videos posted to 
homes all over the country and regular 
page-size advertisements in the national 
newspapers. Against this, the BNP spent. an 
estimated £60,000 fighting the election. 
Some difference! 

Inevitably, Referendum Party votes were, 
on average, substantially higher than those 
of the BNP. However, in a few constit- 
uencies the reverse was the case. In the 
latter's stronghold in London’s East End 
BNP candidate Dave King, standing in 
Bethnal Green & Bow, won 3,350 votes 
(7.5 per cent of the poll) by comparison 
with the Referendum Party candidate, one 
Muhammed Abdullah, who obtained 557 
votes (1.2 per cent). Meanwhile BNP leader 
John Tyndall, standing in Poplar & Canning 
Town, polled 2,849 votes (7.3 per cent) 
against the Referendum candidate Ian 
Hare’s 1,091 votes (2.8 per cent). These 
were the best BNP votes anywhere. 

Meanwhile, up in Dewsbury (Yorks.) 
BNP candidate Mrs. Frances Taylor 
soundly beat Referendum Party candidate 
Wendy Goff by 2,232 votes to 1,019. Mrs. 
Taylor, by obtaining 5.2 per cent of the 
vote, added her name to Messrs. King and 
Tyndall as one of the three BNP candidates 
to save their deposits. 

Interestingly enough, though some 
Referendum Party candidates scored very 
well around the South of England — results 
in the Midlands, North, Wales and Scotland 
were much more modest — Sir James Gold- 
smith himself only managed 1,518 votes in 
Putney and lost his deposit. This will have 

embarassed him politically much more than 
it could have done financially! 


MORE DIVERSIONS 

A further diversionary role in the election 
was played by the United Kingdom 
Independence Party (UKIP). The UKIP 
contested 194 seats nationwide — something 
of a surprise in view of its not very long 
history and comparatively low profile in 
British politics. Who provided the money 
for this exercise? We may never know, but 
what was interesting was that the UKIP 
received generous coverage in the estab- 
lishment press. The Guardian gave nearly a 
page to an article by the UKIP leader while 
anti-EU writers like Andrew Alexander and 
Simon Heffer in the Daily. Mail urged 


people who were dissatisfied with the 


ambiguous stance of the Tory Government 
on Europe to vote for either the UKIP or 
the Referendum Party, while they declined 
to mention the BNP! 

Despite these handicaps, the BNP 
obtained an average vote over the whole 
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country of 632, by comparison with the 
average UKIP vote of 542. In the majority 
of constituencies where UKIP candidates 
opposed BNP ones the latter polled better. 

One thing was noticeable about BNP 
results by comparison. with those of the 
Referendum Party and the UKIP. The BNP 
fared best in the innef cities, while the 
others did so in suburbs, rural areas and 
medium-sized and-smaller towns — though 
Dewsbury proved an interesting exception 
to this rule. BNP votes came largely from 
working class areas whilst support for the 
RP and the UKIP was more middle class- 
based. 

This suggests that when the BNP 
launches into its post-election recruitment 
campaigns it would do well to allocate 
plenty of effort and resources to those types 
of area where the Referendum and UKIP 
appeal was strongest, placing greater 
emphasis on its opposition to the EU, in 
which it has a much longer and more 
uncompromising record than do these 
arriviste parties. 


NATIONALIST MINNOWS 


Also contesting the election were three 
small nationalist parties with whom the 
BNP has been engaged in ongoing rivalry 
for some years. The largest of these was the 
National Democratic Party. The NDP 
contested 21 seats and obtained a total of 
9,787 votes with an average of 466. 
However, nearly half of this total was 
achieved by means of a freak vote in West 
Bromwich West, where the NDP candidate 
opposed the House of Commons Speaker 
Betty Boothroyd, with no opposition from 
the three main parties. Without this unrep- 
resentative result, the NDP average vote 
came to a meagre 246. In the five constit- 
uencies where the NDP stood against the 
BNP the latter won comfortably, while in 
three of these — Dagenham, East Ham and 
Southwark North & Bermondsey — the 
NDP was massacred. 

The much smaller National Front stood 
in six constituencies, sensibly avoiding 
those contested by the BNP. Its average 
vote over these six was 452. The Third 
Way fought two seats, obtaining a total vote 
of 431 (average 215.5). 

These results should have demonstrated 
— if any demonstration were needed — the 
utter pointlessness of the further existence 
of these parties. In the cases of the NDP 
and NF, their policies virtually duplicate 
those of the BNP. Their continuation as 
separate entities in the future can serve no 
purpose other than to allow certain leaders 
to be large fishes in tiny ponds. By far their 
most sensible course would be to disband 
and put their support and resources behind 
the BNP, which would welcome, and utilise 
to much greater effect, the talents and 
energies some of their members undoubt- 
edly possess. 


€ 2. 


THE FUTURE ) 

Now that the election is behind us, the 
really important business begins — that of 
organising ourselves for the next phase of 
our struggle. 

This is the moment of Labour euphoria, 
but the euphoria is not likely to last. Within 
one year or two, the glaring shortcomings 
of the new Labour Government are certain 
to be manifest — both in respect of the 
individuals comprising it and the policies 
(or lack of them) for a change of direction 
in national affairs. One brief look at Tony | 
Blair’s Cabinet should be enough to 
convince anyone that before long it will be 
evident that the shambles created by the 
Government of John Major will get worse 
rather than better. | 

However, even Tory partisans are now 
admitting that it is likely to take their party 
far longer than five years to recover the 
confidence it has lost among the voters — if 
indeed it ever does. With only recent 
memories of the appalling record of the. 
Tories in power, when Bambi & Co, begin. 
— as they will in a year or two — to be 
seen to be failing to live up to their 
promises, the British people are not likely 
to be ready to turn back to the Tories for 
salvation. Then will come the opportunity. 
for a massive rise in the nationalist vote that 
was not possible in the election just gone. 

Some time early in the new century, 
conditions could exist — which only very 
rarely occur in British politics — for the: 
emergence of a new political force capable 
of winning mass support and obtaining 
political power. Even before that, such a 
new force could assert its potential in the 
way of winning seats in local government. 
The way could be open for the BNP to 
repeat Millwall — not just in one but 
several council wards in London and 
beyond. 

But this requires that in the wake of the 
recent election the party must be built up, 
not just in its quantitive strength, but in the 
way of better, more professional organ- 
isation both nationally and locally. The big | 
public interest that its recent election 
campaign — and particularly its TV broad- 

— has generated gives it’ a unique 
opportunity to achieve such growth. 

Very shortly, BNP branches around 
Britain will be receiving masses of 
membership enquiries from those whose 
interest in the party has been aroused by its 
election challenge. They must set about 
converting these enquirers into recruits! 

The election campaign was a triumph 
which many did not think possible when its 
goals were announced in the late Summer 
of 1995. The 55-seat challenge represented. 
a tremendous effort of‘ will and self- 
sacrifice upon which all concerned deserve 
to be congratulated. 

But there can be no relaxation. The tasks 
ahead are enormous. And the next phase of 
the battle begins now! 
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BEING POLITE TO THE MEDIA 


JOHN TYNDALL reflects on one of the most irksome 
trials involved in fighting a general election 


NOT being new to the business of elections, 
I shouldn’t really have been surprised. 
Regular close acquaintance with Britain’s 
broadcasters and journalists, however, 
never ceases to provide fresh revelations of 
a strange, alien. world inhabited by 
creatures who, while ever claiming the 
moral high ground, have a system of 
professional ethics so utterly lacking in 
honour or principle that it still leaves one 
gasping — even after years of experience of 
the species. 

As the British National Party is yet a small 
and under-resourced organisation, I found 
myself as its leader performing many of the 
rudimentary tasks of relations with the media 
that in the mainstream parties are undertaken 
by paid professional assistants, thus leaving 
the party leadership free for electioneering 
proper. The most important of these was, of 
course, to ensure that the broadcasting 
networks did not wriggle out— as I anticipated 
they would try to do —- of their obligation to 
grant our party five minutes of television 
broadcasting time. 

Our film for the broadcast was completed 
some considerable time ago. Actually, the last 
_ scenes for the film were shot last November. 
Over December and January there was 
discussion of editing, the recording of ‘voice- 
over’ to go with some of the scenes and then 
the final preparation of the edited version 
itself. This was sent to the BBC early this year 
— ample time before the election and time 
enough, therefore, for the broadcasters to 
discover snags in it which we would have no 
difficulty in correcting should they occur. 

One scene, which was shown in two shots in 
the middle and at the end, featured three small 
children in the company of a middle-aged 
woman. We wanted this scene as part of an 
appeal to people’s obligation to posterity, to 
generations very young and others yet unborn. 
Our ideal would have been the offspring of 
two party supporters, but we were up against 
a tightly packed timetable which had to allow 
for an election which might have been held 
earlier than May Ist, and this included a 
schedule for the booking of hired camera 
equipment on a certain date. One or two party 
families were apprehensive about exposing 
_ their children to publicity which might have 
resulted in victimisation at their schools — a 
not unreasonable apprehension given the types 
of teachers that abound in such establishments 
these days. Eventually, because time was not 
on our side, we used a clip that had been shot 
in the countryside by our film team late last 
Summer. At the distance involved, the three 
little girls in the picture could be identified as 
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very white and Anglo-Saxon but not 
sufficiently closely for them and their carer to 
be recognisable personally. We therefore saw 
no danger of violation of privacy in using this 
scene, nor of linking the woman with the BNP 
without her consent. 

Other scenes, shot last year in London’s 
East End and in Peckham, showed ethnic 
minorities in profusion — mainly Asian in the 
former case and mainly black in the latter. 
These were common street scenes which 
professional broadcasters shoot all the time 
for news and current affairs programmes, and 
in view of the racial composition of those 
involved it was hardly likely that they would 
be identified as BNP supporters — something 
admitted to me by one BBC representative to 
whom I later spoke on the matter. 

But in any event, supposing our reasoning 
was wrong regarding these pieces of film, the 
time of our posting of the first copy of the 
broadcast tape to the BBC gave ample 
opportunity for objection and correction. It 
has been customary in the past, incidentally, 


“The balance between what 
media bosses would like to 
do and what convention and 
appearances regulate that 
they must do leads them 
into all kinds of squirmings 
and contortions” 


for the BBC to serve as the conduit for these 
election broadcast films, and for other TV 
networks to obtain copies from the corporation 
and accept its guidance on legal questions 
arising from them. Because we did not hear 
back from the BBC that problems were likely, 
we assumed that they were not. This is an 
assumption which on future occasions we 
would be advised not to make. 


Scene blacked out 


Very late in the day, some time after the 
election had been called, we heard from the 
BBC that it could not allow the showing of the 
scene depicting the woman and the three 
children. By then, our timetable could not 
possibly permit the hiring of a camera for a 
further day’s filming and the making and 
editing ofan alternative film. We were forced 
to agree to the BBC’s proposal that its 
technicians edit the two shots out of the film, 
together with my own commentary acc- 
ompanying them. This actually reduced the 
viewing time of the film by eight seconds, 


which I asked be added to the showing of the 
party’s address at the end so as to give more 
time for the viewer to note it down. To this the 
BBC agreed — only later to dishonour that 
agreement. 

I then heard that the independent networks, 
ITV, Channels Four and Five and Sky 
Television, were making different rulings on 
the eligibility of the shots of ethnic minority 
members in the East End and Peckham. Whilst 
the BBC accepted them as they were, the 
independents demanded that they be changed. 
Fortunately, we had a certain amount of spare 
film footage from which alternative scenes 
could be obtained and edited in. Our 
cameraman was able to do this but only in the 
nick of time — so late were the demands for 
change made. Copies of the newly edited 
broadcast film were rushed by motorcycle 
courier to the independent networks in the 
morning of the day of the scheduled broadcasts 
(April 25th). 

But even this new version did not satisfy 
them. A shot of an Asian woman in East 


. London was considered unacceptable and it 


was demanded that her face be blurred out. 
Three of the networks agreed to do this in their 


own Studios but Channel Four refused, saying 


that we would have to do it ourselves. It was 
far too late for us to do so, and this gave the 
Michael Grade TV empire the excuse to cancel 
the broadcast— which of course its controllers 
had sought to do from the beginning. Channel 
Four later dishonestly claimed to the press that 
the BNP had ‘refused’ to make the alteration 
whereas the truth was that we had been given 
wholly insufficient time to do so. 

We have not, however, wept any particular 
tears over this piece of censorship. Channel 
Four gave us a far from ideal time at 10 
minutes past midnight, and such is the 
Channel’s rating with the ordinary British 
public —arating of top marks for degeneracy, 
filth and blatantly left-wing brainwashing — 
that its blacking us out might almost be a 
compliment. Should we really feel disgraced 
when a TV Channel which regularly puts on 
special programmes for sexual perverts wants 
to ban the BNP? We obtained plenty of 
publicity from the Channel Four blackout, and 
that might even be better than getting the 
broadcast itself! 


Where PC reigns 


The negotiations for the TV broadcasts were; 
needless to say, by far thé most important part. 
of my contacts with the media during the 
weeks leading up to the election; but other 
dealings were not without instructiveness, 
and at times forced a wry smilé. 


’Phoningand getting phoned by these people 
scores of times ina single day gives one some 
insight into the.strange, and at times curiously 
comical, kind of society they inhabit. The 
mass media in Britain, as throughout most of 
the western ‘democracies’, constitute one of 
the major temples of political correctness, and 
one soon discovers that there are ‘rules’ and 
‘disciplines’ that their employees observe as 
diligently as ifthey were programmed zombies 
manning the propaganda apparatus of a 
Stalinist state. 

The first rule of which one becomes aware 
is noticeable the moment they ring you. Right 
from the start, it is first-name terms. It matters 
not that you have never previously met these 
people, let alone become close friends with 
them; they get on the line and call out: ‘‘Is that 
John?’? Now I do not regard myself as 
excessively pompous and stuffy, but I was 
brought up in a world where this kind of 
familiarity is restricted to family or otherwise 
comes of intimate acquaintance over a period 
of time. Notwithstanding this, I do not get 
irritated when ‘Johnned’ by someone who has 
met me for the first time — just so long as I can 
sense that it amounts to no more than natural 
friendliness. But when I am well aware that 
friendliness is the very last sentiment that 
media operatives harbour towards the BNP I 
find something repulsively patronising about 
the whole business. You know they hate your 
guts, so why the phony bonhomie? 

The answer seems to be that this no more 
than PC drill. In the world of the politically 
correct, Mr., Mrs. and Miss are old hat — 
reactionary relics from the days of hierarchy 
and traditional social convention. The mass 
media are the self-appointed heralds of the 
new social order, and their functionaries must 
of course set an example to the rest of us hat- 
doffing peasants in the understanding that we 
are now ‘‘all equal.”’ 


Comical 

The habit becomes the more comical when 
one is telephoned by a female journalist or 
broadcaster — as so many of them now seem 
to be. ‘‘Hi John! This is Fiona Whatshername 
from Channel So-and-So.’’ There then follows 
discussion of the matter the lady wants to 
__ bring up, very often with a requirement that 
- one will later ring her back. In anticipation of 
this return call, one asks if the title of the 
person to page is Mrs. or Miss. This seems to 
result in considerable embarrassment. There 
is a hushed pause which tells one that one has 
committed a gaffe by even asking such a 
question. The lady then usually replies in a 
very cool voice: ‘‘neither’’ — or instructs one 
to use the even more absurd term ‘Ms.’ 
(pronounced Mzzzzz). This of course is 
intended to signify that such irrelevant 
institutions as marital status have no place in 
_the brave new world of modern journalism 
and broadcasting, where dwell the people who 
form the vanguard of the coming enlightenment 
where society is one big commune in which 
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Still from the opening 
shots of the BNP | 
broadcast which caused 
so much controversy and 
produced a very large 
number of enquiries 


everybody belongs to everybody! 

These of course are just little asides. They 
are not of crucial import to our task of 
negotiation with the media with a view to 
getting our message out. But they do serve as 
cameos which illustrate the mentality of the 
folk with whom we are dealing. The same utter 
certainty oftheir rectitude in such small matters 
gives us a glimpse of how they see their role in 
matters much bigger. In the context of dealings 
with the BNP, that role might briefly be 
described thus:- 

The mass media are the guardians of 
‘democracy’ — by which they mean the right 
of everyone to his or her opinions providing 
those opinions are the ‘correct’ ones. The 
opinions of the BNP are of course not ‘correct’ 
but that distinction is not properly understood 
by the proles whose licence fees pay media 
journalists’ and broadcasters’ salaries. The 
pretence must therefore be maintained that the 
BNP has ‘rights’ just like everyone else, 
whereas the truth is that it does not. This 
pretence necessitates — however disagreeable 
itmay be — that the BNP is not totally gagged. 
It must be given freedom of expression just to 
the extent needed to maintain the facade of 
“democtacy’ required to keep the proles happy 
in the thought that they live in one. This 
balance between what media bosses would 
like to do and what convention and appearances 
regulate that they must do leads them into all 
kinds of squirmings and contortions. 

It is also necessary to state here that we 
should not regard the mass media as being an 
institution all of whose operatives see things in 
exactly the same way. There is certainly a 
basic framework of political correctness and 
evangelical liberalism within which all are 
required to operate, but within that framework 
there are some differences in interpretation 
and in method which vary from one individual 
to another. Though I doubt that any television 
people, in particular, are even in secret 
sympathy with BNP politics, I am prepared to 
believe that some of them genuinely wish to be 
fair in their reporting — if only to satisfy their 
professional pride as artists in presentation. 

It often happens that TV people of this kind 
lay the groundwork for a programme in which 
the BNP is intended to get a sufficiently fair 
hearing to be able at least to present its views 
effectively. What then almost invariably 
happens is that a senior executive takes over 
and alters the shape of the programme so 
fundamentally as virtually to freeze us out. 
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Something like this happened during the 
run-up to the election when I was approached 
by BBC2’s Newsnight. The proposal was that 
Itake part in an interview with Jeremy Paxman, 
the cue for the interview being the loud protests 
and controversy concerning the fact that we 
had been granted an election broadcast. I 
readily agreed tothe idea. Later I was informed 
that the format for the programme had been 
altered and that Mr. Paxman was not, after all, 
going to interview me. This was a bit of a 
disappointment. Paxman is known to glory in 
his reputation for being able to reduce 
interviewees to pulp, and I wasrather interested 
to see how he would fare with me. In the final 
event, his only reference to our party during 
the election was in another Newsnight feature 
when he alluded briefly to us as ‘neo-nazi’ in 
safe circumstances where there was no-one 
present to argue with him. 


Ridiculously short notice 
In the new format for the Newsnight feature 
on the BNP I was to do an interview with one 
of its lady reporters while sitting in my car. At 
the same time I was asked, at ridiculously 
short notice, to arrange for a group of BNP 
activists to be assembled for a film shot of 
them electioneering. I spent considerable time 
trying to set this up, but I was able to contact 
only two organisers by ’phone in the time 
available, and they were not able to contact 
their members. I then spent yet more time ass- 
isting the Newsnight team with the interview. 
I was told the item would be shown that 
evening. It wasn’t. I rang the lady interviewer 
and asked her why I had wasted so much time 
helping her and her team when that time might 
have been given to some other useful work in 
connection with our campaign. She assured 
me that the time had not been wasted: the 
interview would be shown; it was just amatter 
of when. Night after nightthen went by without 
the interview, and in each case I was told that 
what had happened was that some bigger news 
item, previously unforeseen, had forced it out 
ofthe programme. This was nonsense because, 
as most viewers will know, each Newsnight 
programme features two or three supp- 
lementary items besides the main story, and 
the supplementary items which I saw for three 
or four nights following the interview could in 
no way be described as ‘big news’. 
I then thought I would test the producers of 
Newsnight by writing a letter to them asking 
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them to tell me straight: was the interview 
going to be shown or not? Promptly I received 
a telephone call from one of them who, in the 
tones ofsomeone bearing glad tidings, told me 
that it would be shown as part of the April 25th 
programme, this being the date of our 
broadcast, which on BBC2 would immediately 
follow at 11.30 p.m. 

I tuned into Newsnight with great scepticism. 
After the programme was three quarters of the 
way through and the BNP item had not 
appeared, I had pretty well given up on the 
idea of seeing it. Then, just as I was about to 
switch off, the announcer said that the final 
item would be about the BNP. Intrigued, I 
continued to watch, only to witness a discussion 
as to whether the party’s broadcast should be 
banned — with the participants being one 
Asian woman and one black one! Nowhere 
was anyone of the BNP to be seen or heard. 
The BBC had excelled itself again! 


Contempt for public 


A noticeable characteristic of broadcasters 
is the totally cavalier way in which they treat 
the mass of the population not part of their 
privileged fraternity. They are of course paid 
— and handsomely so — for time wasted in 
making film that is not subsequently shown. 
As editor of a magazine, I am well acquainted 
with the reality of journalistic life that dictates 
that one can only publish a portion — 
sometimes a minority portion— ofthe material 
that writers send in. At the same time, the 
ethics of the job demand that when one 
specifically asks a writer to take the trouble of 
doing an item for the magazine one is under a 
considerable moral obligation to use it, albeit 
sometimes with some editing. To do otherwise 
is a gross discourtesy and amounts just to 
treating people as conveniences. 

TV people tend to mind not in the least if 
they put members of the public to considerable 
time and trouble — for which of course the 
latter are unpaid — in the making of a news 
item that is subsequently scrapped. Those 
members of the public, after all, constitute a 
lower species of humanity who ought to be 
grateful for the honour just of having been 
spoken to by the high and the mighty of the 
broadcasting world. Who do they think they 
are — expecting more? 

In case some readers should think that these 
observations are just ‘sour grapes’ as a result 
of not being onscreen, I should hasten to stress 
that they are nothing of the kind. At my stage 
of life, such vanities are of no importance. As 
one who heartily despises television and the 
vast majority of TV personalities, I find it no 
fillip to the ego to appear on the box. One has 
to engage in these chores out of necessity 
because TV politics are a fact of life which 
won’t go away. My interest in getting onto 
Newsnight was dictated solely by the belief 
that it would help the BNP’s election campaign. 
In the time that I wasted doing the run-around 
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for the Newsnight team, I could have got on 
with much other useful work in that connection. 


Inane reporting 


I have mentioned earlier the first-naming 
and back-slapping manner in which so many 
media people approach us when they want a 
story, a manner which almost invariably 
conceals deep loathing underneath. One 
scribbler from the Daily Telegraph who 
*phoned me shortly before.our broadcast did 
not go to these lengths but was very civil — as 
they tend to be when they want something out 
of you. When reading his report of our 
broadcast the next day, I found it difficult not 
to burst out laughing. In it he described me as 
‘‘trying too hard to be tough.’’ Well, [suppose 
that at a time when ‘camp’ party leaders seem 
to have become the norm anyone who does not 
quite conform to that image is going to invite 
such an accusation. This gentleman then went 
to say that I was ‘‘not as frightening as I 
suspect he would like to be.’’ Now there’s an 
intelligent idea for you! One is fighting an 
election in which the obvious objective is to 
appeal to as many voters as possible, and 
seemingly the way to do this is to frighten 
them! I shall have 7 
to remember that— 
the next time I go 
canvassing I must 
call in the nearest 
carnival shop and 
buy myself a Drac- 
ula mask! 

This inane level 
of reporting is not 
untypical of the 
British press. Of 
course, it’s farmore 
entertaining than 
talking about the 
very serious issues 
brought up in my 
broadcast speech, in 
particular the open- 
ing of the floodgates 
of Britain to the 
Third World. The 
DT writer cond- 
escended to ment- 
ion this reference 
but more in the 
manner ofa sneer at 
the thought that 
anyone should in- 
clude it in a TV 
presentation. After 
all, haven’t all the 
other party leaders 
made a pact among 
themselves to treat 
immigration as if it 
didn’t exist? How 
beastly of the BNP 
not to fall into line 
with this policy! 

What was notice- 


able about the many telephone calls I had from 
the media during the election was that the 
principal issue that interested them was not 
immigration, Europe, unemployment, crime 
or any of the others on which we were fighting 
but the noisy campaign being mounted by 
various left-wing groups to get our TV. 
broadcast banned. — 

I was even asked on three occasions 
whether I would care to debate this issue with’ 
some opponents. I said no because to do so 
would have amounted to an acknowledgement 
that the issue was debatable — which, as far as 
I was concerned, it was not. The response of 
these guardians of ‘liberal democracy’ 
suggested that they were not convinced. 

I have sometimes spoken rhetorically of the 
mass media in Britain being worth a hundred 
divisions to any enemy in wartime. In fact they 
are worse than that because the public of today 
is largely lulled into a state of mind that will 
not admit that Britain is at war. 

I had the irksome experience of having to 
hob-nob closely with the hirelings of this 
institution throughout most of April. Now 
that it’s all over, my thoughts turn to a 
damned good bath. 


“Well, young Blair, now that you’re Prime Minister we must 
consider what you’re going to do when you grow up.” 
“Actually, Sir, I want to be a train driver.” 


Loyalty and discrimination 


FRANK KIMBAL-JOHNSON says we 
all have a duty to resist unjust ‘laws’ 


HARDLY a week goes by without 
media reports of alleged 
discrimination by some 
organisation or employer on 
grounds of race, gender, sexuality, 
age-or handicap. Many of these 
cases are localised and — except 
collectively — of no great moment; 
but they assume far greater 
significance when they involve 
Britain’s armed forces and the 
police. 

These two agencies are supposed to 
safeguard our independence as a 
sovereign nation-state and to maintain 
exemplary standards of civilised 
behaviour throughout society. It goes 
without saying that those who serve in 
these organisations should be 
dedicated to the best interests of their 
kith and kin at all times in the way they 
discharge their duties. 

Of course, proper discipline within 
these bodies demands obedience to 
‘lawful’ orders; that is to say, orders 
consonant with government policy and 
legislation. Moreover, it is tacitly 
assumed that such orders demand 
unquestioning obedience and that any 
departure from them has to be 
regarded as a serious offence against 
the realm. But while orders may be 
‘lawful’ in a strictly legalistic sense, 
they may in some instances be 
contrary to the long-term interests of 
the British people. ‘Theirs not to 
reason why, theirs but to do or die’ is 
an altogether outdated and naive . 
disciplinary code in a world of 
conflicting political and religious 
ideologies and racial antagonisms. 

The individual serviceman and police 
officer may choose to ignore such 
fundamental conflicts of loyalty, and 
seek advancement through 
unquestioning and zealous obedience 
to official directives, regardless of 
context, circumstance or long-term 
social consequences. The type is all 
too familiar, and history abounds with 
monstrous examples of officious 
cruelty and stupidity. In truth, the most 
dependable subordinates do not 
necessarily make the best soldiers, 
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sailors, airmen, policemen or even 
citizens from the standpoint of the wider 
and well-informed public. Considered 
disobedience may be the wiser course 
— after all, one of our greatest national 
heroes, Nelson, showed that it is 
sometimes necessary to turn a blind 
eye to official signals. 

Personal loyalties differ widely 
between individuals in their order of 
precedence; there is loyalty to family, 
friends, employer, colleagues, moral 
code, intellectual and aesthetic 
standards, for example. These, along 
with religious, political and tribal/ 
traditional imperatives do not always 
square with official orders, at which 
point each individual must have the 
courage of his convictions in deciding 
the most appropriate and honourable 
reaction to those orders which, in his 
judgement, deserve to be disobeyed or 
subverted. 


Rudolf Hess — 
the Nuremberg 
trials found that 
‘l was only 
obeying orders’ is 


no defence. The 
rule will apply 
when the British 
people settle 
accounts with the 
multi-racialists 


Such resistance to ostensibly lawful 
commands may be active or passive, 
but the more intelligent and resourceful 
individuals will usually find ways of 
frustrating unacceptable directives 
without exposing themselves to official 
retribution. Even under overtly brutal 
Marxist regimes, dumb obedience 
wrecked many a ludicrous Communist 
plan. It is all a matter of personal 
conscience; to be or not to be a Vicar of 
Bray or a ‘man for all seasons’. The 
verdict of history is plain enough for all 
but the abject coward. 

So consider the predicament of any 
British patriot, confronted with official 
directives to accept aliens, feminists 
and homosexuals as equals in every 
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respect and not merely to show no 
discrimination against them, but 
actively to discriminate in their favour. 
Convinced to the marrow of his bones 
that this policy is totally incompatible 
with the survival of his race and nation, 
does he resign or rebel, or passively 
resist? Under New Labour’s 
uniquely destructive combination of 
politically correct social policy and 
globalist economics, this question 
will loom large in the lives of an 
ever-growing number of ordinary 
Britons in all walks of life over the 
next few years. 

One thing is certain: anyone who 
collaborates with such policies can no 
longer be regarded as a defender of 
our kinsfolk against subversion or their 
displacement by others. Individually 
and collectively, every single one of us 
is duty- bound to resist and frustrate 
every politically correct attempt to 
impose the alien and the deviant upon 
our society. We cannot become the 
agents, active or passive, of the 
implementation of such ethnocidal 
policies. 

So regardless of renegade legislation 
and corrupt official directives, the true 
patriot will remain loyal to the timeless 
imperatives of race and nationality. We 
must recognise that loyalty and 
discrimination are the two sides of any 
honest coinage. It has always been the 
unofficial duty of rank-and-file officials 
to subvert, frustrate or temper the 
impact of corrupt and oppressive 
regimes and ideologies. In so doing 
they prove themselves men and 
women of honour and principle, not 
mere pawns in somebody else’s game 
or mechanics of social engineering. 

There can be no equivocation 
about this: those who are not with 
us as racial nationalists are against 
us. Those who put personal 
expediency and career advancement 
above their duty to their race and 
nation may achieve short-term 
advantages and status, but they are 
tomorrow’s war criminals, wretched 
individuals for whom ‘I was only 
obeying orders’ will be no defence. 
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THE COLLAPSE OF THE LEFT 


WHEN the dust has settled, the general 
election of 1997 will be remembered not for 
the scale of Labour’s victory, but for two 

.things of much greater longer-term 
significance. 

First, it marked the end of the alternating 
two party dictatorship which has blocked any 
possibility of genuine change in British politics. 
The most important long-term factor here is 
notthe large increase in the number of LibDem 
MPs, for their party — although.a well 
organised machine for gathering protest votes 
— is based upon an unswerving devotion to 
Euro-federalism and free trade, positions 
which, ultimately will destroy any possibility 
of retaining its popular support. 

The crucial point is that the victorious Labour 
Party’s poll wizards will be more aware than 
anyone. of the fact that their landslide victory 
was overwhelmingly the result of popular 
desire to kick out a Conservative regime many 
years past its sell-by date. So they know that 
it is therefore liable to be reversed by an 
equally stunning shift of opinion against New 
Labour as globalisation continues to push 
wages, social services and public utilities down 
towards the Third World average. 

This knowledge makes it certain that Labour 
will indeed seek to change from the first-past- 
the-post electoral system to proportional 
representation. Even though the threshold will 
no doubt be chosen with an eye to keeping out 
the BNP, it will be a far more attainable target 
than that which faces us electorally at present. 
In addition, the introduction of PR will 
inevitably fragment British politics. 


Nationalism rising 


Within ten years of such a system being 
adopted the ruling pair of Old Gang parties 
will be replaced by a jostling, horse-trading 
kaleidoscope of a handful of old-fashioned 
Socialists, New Labour, LibDems, Christian 
Democrats, Euro-Tories, Euro-Sceptics and 
assorted free-trade anti-Europeans. The only 
thing which will unite them all will be hysterical 
opposition to the rising political power of 
racial nationalism, which is the only force 
capable of offering a genuine alternative to the 
disaster to which they will have led Britain. 

Second, this was the election which saw the 
collapse of the Left. Nervous old ladies in the 
Conservative Party would dispute this, still 
seeing the shadow of Ken Livingstone looming 
behind the new PM. But Blair’s Labour Party 
really is ‘New’. Even tough many of its 
politically innocent, third-rate MPs don’t 
realise it, the Blair/Mandelson double act really 
has turned its back on the old sentimental 
attachment to the Welfare State and to the idea 
of protecting — however ineptly —the interests 
of the working class. 

This is not because the ‘working class’ has 
ceased to exist for, although many of its 
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members no longer have any chance of genuine 
work, it has not. It is because the working class 
has ceased to have any power. Why? Because 
a couple of decades ago, strike-breaking at 
Grunwick’s involved bussing coachloads of 
blacklegs to the factory. Today, it simply 
involves taking the factory to the blacklegs — 
hundreds of millions of them in China. 

There are also deep-rooted psychological 
and ideological reasons for the collapse of the 
Left. As late as the end of the 1970s, there was 
a general feeling in Western politics that the 
USSR was the rising power. As Soviet and 
Maoist puppets took over the dominoes of 
South-East Asia and Southern Africa, and the 
Red Army marched into Afganistan, it was 
widely assumed that the global victory of 
Communism was only a matter of time. 
Marxism was intellectually fashionable 
primarily because it was perceived as winning. 
Of course, hardline Bolshevism was a bit too 
much for the ‘never-had-it-so-good’ inhabitants 
of the Western democracies, so the version 
sold over here was suitable toned down, but 
the underlying principles and the long-term 
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aims of gradualist Fabian socialism were 
identical to those of the Kremlin. 

So the — to them — unexpected collapse of 
the unnatural and unworkable Soviet Union 
came as a devastating blow to the Left. This 
compounded the already growing damage done 
by the withdrawal of its unconditional support 
for the Left by the liberal-minority coalition in 
control of the financial institutions and the 
media of the United States. This switch was 
one of the sea-changes in the history of the 
century, but it is outside the scope of the 
present article, other than to note that it was the 
result of the growing anti-Zionism of the Left, 
and of the fact that, having imposed a ‘civil 
rights’ revolution and a despotic liberal 
government on the white American majority, 
these forces now saw the need to ‘re-freeze’ 
society while their own values were ontop. All 
of a sudden, ‘revolution’ was out and 
‘conservatism’ was in. 

At the same time as the Left lost the 
aphrodisiacs of power and fashion, they also 
lost the ideological war. The intellectual 
ascendancy of the Left was based on the 
almost universal acceptance of Freudian 
psychology, of Margaret Meade’s updating of 
Rousseau’s absurd notion of the noble savage, 
of the liberal myth of racial equality and of 
Marx’s theory of dialectic materialism under 


which history would inevitably ‘progress’ until 
the victory of the proletariat ushered in a 
‘return’ to a property-less, crime-free, 
egalitarian paradise. | 

All these foundation stones of Leftist 
hegemony have now been destroyed. Freud 
and Meade have been exposed as fraudulent 
cranks; while ethnology, sociobiology and 
evolutionary psychiatry have established that 
the natural human condition is hierarchical, 
competitive and territorial. At the same time, 
the failure of decades of neo-Marxist social 
engineering to change the position and 
behaviour ofthe American negro has combined 
with a now overwhelming weight of scientific 
evidence to explode the myth of human 
equality. 


Marxist superstitions 


The 1960s Marxists who now dominate the 
television channels and teacher-training 
colleges are still True Believers in the old 
superstitions, but the next generation of college 
students, who will in due course replace them, 
are far more likely to accept the teachings of 
scientists such as Richard Dawkins than the 
ravings of the Blessed Marx. 

In addition, many commentators generally 
regarded as being on the Left are beginning to 
reject the internationalism traditionally 
associated with their cause. The clearest sign 
of this so far has been a remarkable series of 
essays in The Observer over the last couple of 
years. Back on 17th December, 1995, for 
example, author John Berger argued that the 
worldwide triumph of the free market since 
the fall of the Berlin Wall has meant that 
political leaders are increasingly the non- 
political figureheads of the new global money 
power. His conclusion was bleak, uncertain 
and most definitely not in keeping with the old 
socialist addiction to economic materialism:- 

“The fetishism of profit produces a kind of 
dumbness in the soul. 

“Nobody anywhere yet knows what 
resisting the global market operation will 
involve, what forms of resistance will work 
best, or how to share both the enormous 
sacrifices and the newly found self-respect 
which will accrue. It is too soon, for only five 
years have passed. What is sure is that this is 
the point where the denied politics will begin 
again in the next millenium — or perhaps 
have already begun.” 

A few months later (24th March, 1996), in 
the same paper, playwright and lecturer Jeremy 
Seabrook inched closer to an implicitly 
nationalist answer to Berger’s question:- 

“Poor Maggie, poor John Major, maybe 
poor Tony Blair — perhaps some of the last 
of the local leaders, pitiable in their mild 
powers and attenuated sovereignties, trying 
to reclaim for the nation state powers 
concentrated in a more mighty imperium 
than the world has yet seen. 


“Those in Britain who have been obsessed 
with the bureaucracy of Brussels, the faceless 
imposers of social chapters and pettifogging 
restrictions, are speaking in metaphors: these 
are as nothing compared to the dark, 
predatory and ruthless necessities ofa global 
capitalism, to which all alternatives have 
been, to universal acclaim, declared both 
superfluous and impossible.” 
Then, on 17th November last year, Will 

Hutton, one of New Labour’s economic gurus, 
attacking the Tories’ boasts ofhaving attracted 
investment from Asian multi-nationals, warned 
that this was a form of colonisation. He 
explained how the Orientals. viewed the 
process:- 
“Bluntly, they see overseas investment as 
a means of industrial empire-building, in 
which they are the masters and the British, 
among others, their coolies.” ~ 
Any more of that and the Observer will be 
enjoying the attentions of the race thought- 
police! 
Yet, within two days of Blair taking office, 
it was announced that the Government was to 


offer massive incentives and handouts in an’ 


attempt to persuade the Japanese to base a 
huge new car plant at Derby. This is just the 
first of many of the disappointments that those 
worried about the impact of globalisation, be 
they workers and managers of the surviving 
British companies, or unusually far-sighted 
journalists, are going to experience at the 
hands of the internationalists’ New Puppets. 


“Vote Tory —you’ve got no choice!” 


So the Left has collapsed. The measure of . 


that collapse is not the size of Blair’s victory, 
but the distance New Labour had to shift to the 
right in order to become electable. A party 
which, not fifteen years ago, was generally to 
the left of Michael Foot, is now well to the 
right of the position occupied by Edward 
Heath’s Conservative government ten years 
before that. Socialism has become unsaleable, 
so New Labour’s Manifesto sold snake oil 
instead. 

Nor was it just a matter of getting elected. 
Apart from anti-racism, feminism and 
homosexual politics (all of which, in any case, 
conform with the atomising and anti-national 
principles of globalism), the signs are that 
Blair’s government really will be at least as 
right-wing as its Tory predecessors. Despite 
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having made cynical electoral capital out of 
the Conservative proposals to reform pensions, 
Labour also plans to privatise them. Labour’s 
other privatisation will cause even deeper shock 
— the remaining four-and-a-half-million 
council houses are to be transferred to private 
companies in which local authorities will have 
only a minority stake. 

Meanwhile, the extra-parliamentary Left has 
fared no better. In-spite of picking the most 
promising seat for his Socialist Labour 
challenge, running a high-profile campaign 
and being written up in the media as a possible 
victor, Arthur Scargill only just managed to 
save his deposit. The Communist Party, which 
returned two MPs at the time of Labour’s 1945 
landslide, and which regularly used to stand 
enough candidates to geta TV broadcast could 
only manage to fight three seats in the entire 
country. The’ Trotskyite Workers Revolut- 
ionary Party crumbled in the same way. 


Isolated sects | 


The showing of the extreme Left off the 
hustings was, if anything, even weaker. A 
newspaper report just before the start of the 
campaign revealed that out of more than 6,000 
students at the old Marxist stronghold of Essex 
University, a mere 18 were members of the 
Socialist Workers Party. Compare this with 
1979, when coachloads of 250 fanatics from 
the same institution were bussed out to oppose 
nationalist election meetings, or with the 
situation a decade before that, when Marxist 
students were occupying entire campuses. 

When it announced its proposed picket of 
the BBC headquarters in protest against the 
screening of the BNP broadcast, the grandly- 
titled. National Assembly Against Racism 
promised to mobilise ‘hundreds’ of dem- 
onstrators. In the event, barely more than thirty 
turned up. A few days later, the SWP’s Anti- 
‘Nazi’ League front called for a mass 
mobilisation outside East London’s Y ork Hall, 
scene of the count where the BNP was correctly 
predicted to get its best votes. The police 
warned that up to a thousand demonstrators 
were expected, but in the end no more than 120 
of Britain’s most stalwart ‘anti-racists’ put in 
an appearance. 

The Left has collapsed. Nor is there any 
possibility of a revival, because their dead 
ideology is unable to offer a coherent criticism 
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of, let alone an alternative to, the great threats, 
anxieties and hardships facing the mass of the 
population as a consequence of globalisation. 
Internationalism is the root of the problem, 
so internationalism cannot possibly provide 
the solution. 

Here and there, the growing desperation of 
working class communities, shattered under 
Tory rule and neglected by New Labour, will 
cause a few reflex twitches in the corpse of the 
Left, but they will pose no threat to the system. 
Rather, they will help the money power’s 
political puppets to cling to power. by 
competing with racial nationalism for the 
support of the angry and frightened. To avoid 
that happening, we must begin at once the 
long process of building support for the 
BNP on the issues which concern real people 
in such areas. We must lead the opposition 
to New Labour’s betrayal. 

The potential for this extends far beyond the 
pockets ofsolid support which already exist in 
the areas most affected by immigration. A 
couple of days’ experimental canvassing by 
BNP activists in council estates in one typical 
West Country town produced positive 
responses from nearly 20 per cent of the voters 
questioned. Of course, it will take time and a 
great deal of effort to turn that sympathy into 
membership and votes, but at least it is there 
to be worked on. 

This is not a pipedream. It has already 
happened in several countries in Europe. The 
Front National is now the largest working 
class party in France. In the 1995 presidential 
elections, 27 per cent of blue collar workers 
voted for Le Pen. His support among the 
unemployed is even higher. In the Austrian 
elections last year, one in two industrial 
workers voted for Haider’s Freedom Party, 
which gained 27.6 per dent ofthe overall vote. 
The fact that some nationalist purists accuse 
such parties as having ‘sold out’ is notrelevant, 
because the liberal establishment and the mass 
media in their countries constantly accuse 
them of being ‘extremists’, ‘fascists’ and so 
on; yet they are getting more and more support 
and are going to win. 

Now we can feel the wind changing in 
Britain as well. In Coventry South, the former 
Labour MP, Dave Nellist, kicked out of the 
party for left-wing activities which had never 
worried his constituents before, stood as a, 
Socialist against New Labour. His 3,262 votes 
gave him 6.2 per cent of the poll, significantly 
less than the BNP in our strongholds in Tower 
Hamlets. The only left-wing candidate whose 
percentage even got into double figures was 
Glasgow Pollock’s, Tommy Sheridan, whose 
charismatic leadership in radical protests 
against the Poll Tax made him a hero for 
thousands. There is a lesson for us in that, as 
well. 

As the battle begins to replace New 
Labour in the inner cities and the old 
industrial areas, the BNP is already up 
with the front-runners. With audacity, 
hard-work and skill we can be the winners. 
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THE GREAT BETRAYAL 


ANDREW BOWER on how the Tories have become classical liberals 


THERE has been much talk of the 
‘rightward’ shift of the Labour Party in its 
rush to ‘reinvent’ itself for the British 
electorate, and about the.way in which the 
dumping of ‘Old Labour’ ideals will in due 
course be seen as a betrayal of the working 
class. Yet a far greater betrayal has gone 
largely unnoticed by the scribblers and 
chatterers of the media: the one committed 
by the Conservative Party. 

Whilst Labour's ideological reappraisal reeks 
of opportunism and lust for power, the retreat 
- by the Conservatives has been far less 
calculated, far less motivated by opinion poll 
ratings. Their ideological shift has occured 
over a much longer period, and has amounted 
to agenuine abandonment ofall the previously 
held beliefs associated with Conservatism: 
race and nation; law and order; family values, 
and self-reliance — all have been compromised 
or ditched, not in the pursuit of short-term 
popularity, but in a fervent desire to embrace 
liberalism. 

There has been, over many decades, an 
almost imperceptible transformation within 
Conservatism. It has been so slow and 
insidious that many people who would consider 
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themselves patriotic, or even ‘right-wing’, have 
failed to notice that the party which is the 
traditional recipient of their vote no longer 
reflects their own feelings on a whole range of 
issues. 

While the election defeat itself was the result 
of popular desire for a change, this is the key 
factor underlying the less noticed collapse of 
the once much-vaunted Tory grass-roots 
campaigning organisation. As a result of the 
electoral debacle, there will probably be arush 
for the emergency cupboard marked 
‘Rightwinger’ and some ‘hardliner’ may well 
take the Tory helm, but the disease within the 
party is so deep-rooted that real change is 
simply impossible: 

An accurate summary of all that is wrong 
with the Conservative Party is provided by 
John Tyndall in his book, The Eleventh Hour:- 

“A tepid, pallid, anaemic political creed, 
led by people of the same description. It has 
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developed surrender to a fine art, for it has 
been surrendering for a long time. It has 
surrendered an empire. It has surrendered 
national freedom and honour. It has 
surrendered public order in Britain. Itis in the 
process of surrendering Northern Ireland. In 
the battle of ideas, it is in a constant state of 
surrender, conceding ground to its-enemies 
atevery turn. And of course ithas surrendered 
in the schools and universities a long time 
ago.” 


The publicity surrounding the outburst by 
David Evans was highly instructive of the total 
ideological surrender by the Tories. Although 
Evans expressed his views in less than 
intellectual terms, they reflected much of what 
millions of ordinary Britons think. And yet 
outrage and condemnation was heaped upon 
him, not just from the predictable quarters of 
the liberal-left, but from within his own party — 
they simply couldn't disassociate themselves 
from him fast enough! 


Two very different things 


Some of my Tory-voting friends often ask 
why, if | am so politically inclined, do | ‘waste’ 
my time and energy on the political fringe with 
the British National Party; why do | not join my 
local Conservative Association? This line of 
questioning betrays a woeful ignorance of 
what now differentiates Nationalism from 
modern Conservatism. There is still this belief 
amongst many people that the BNP is merely 
the ‘far-right’ of the Tory party; that we share 
common beliefs and ideals — but that we are 
rather more intransigent! A century and a half 
ago, much of what we now recognise as 
British nationalism would have sat comfortably 
with Conservatism — but not now. 

Over the intervening years, the Tory Party 
has diverged ideologically along two paths. 
Two strands of political thought nowrun through 
British Conservatism: that of the libertarian 
right— exemplified by Margaret Thatcher and 
her free-marketeers, with their obsession with 
economics — and that of the nationalist right, 
which still exists — largely at grass-roots level 
— but which is now subservient to the former, 
who have transformed Conservatism into 
nineteenth-century Classical Liberalism. 
Actually, such a comparison is not wholly 
accurate; today’s Tories have embraced a 
degree of liberalism way beyond anything 
their Victorian Liberal counterparts ever did. 

If one was to accuse Margaret Thatcher, 
John Major and their party of implementing 
Marxism, they would probably smile 
patronisingly and list all the ‘achievements’ 
which counter the accusation: freedom of 
choice, privatisiation, motorway cones hotlines 
and other such irrelevant nonsense. But the 
fact of the matter is that modern Toryism has 
indeed adopted, in essence, many of the 
demands of Marxism. For the cornerstones of 
that philosophy are materialism and 
egalitarianism, and which party has pursued 


this chimera more zealously than the 
Conservatives? What could be more 
materialist than Margaret Thatcher's dictum 
that “there is no such thing as society’? Was 
it not John Major who boasted of his dream of 
a ‘classless society’? Which party more than ~ 
the Tories has striven ceaselessly to dismantle. 
our national borders in the pursuit of a united 
Europe? Which party, by way of punitive 
taxation, changes in divorce laws and pro- 
homosexual legislation, has done the most to 
undermine the traditional family — a 
prerequisite of the Marxist revolution? And 
above all, which party, in conjunction with its 
pronouncements on the classless society (a 
term synonymous with levelling down to the 
lowest denominator), has reduced the 
individual to an economic unit — in full 
accordance with Mars dialectic? 

It is abundantly clear that there is now no 
hope whatsoever of a nationalist res- 
urgence coming from within the ranks of 
Conservatism. The recent history of the Tory 
Party is littered with the graves of failed attempts 
by the nationalist right to claw back power from’ 
the libertarians: the Monday Club, Tory Action 
and the Revolutionary Conservative Caucus 
are just a few which spring to mind, and the 
reasons for their inevitable failure have been 
well-documented in previous editions of 
Spearhead. So if any serious attempt is to be 
made at offering the public a nationalist 
alternative it must come from outside the 
Conservative party. 

To that end, we must pursue both the 
disillusioned Tory activists and the large 
Conservative vote. If this once Tory supporter 
can be persuaded to become an active 
nationalist, then there are thousands of people 
out there just awaiting our calling card. And 
make no mistake, they are needed. 


Nowhere to run, nowhere to hide 

| know of some nationalists who console 
themselves by imagining that if all else fails, if 
the British people reject our message and fail 
to deliver a nationalist government, then there 
is asecondary option: to seek refuge in a white 
enclave and to cut ourselves off from the rest 
of society. Well, this writer for one certainly 
wouldn't fancy spending his remaining days in 
self-imposed exile on the Outer Hebrides. 

In any case, the reality is that the 
totalitarianism of the multi-racialists is such 
that they would not allow such an opt-out. You 
only have to turn on a television or to enquire 
about the National Curriculum imposed upon 
the most remote village school to understand 
that the evil engulfing us will not permit a single 
family to escape. | 

There is nowhere to run, so we have to 
make a stand. And to do so effectively we 
will have to win the hearts of those who at 
present lend support to the Conservative 
party — failure to do so would mean 
inevitable failure for nationalism. 
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IAN BUCKLEY takes a broad look at 
THE WORLD OF BOGUS CHANGES 


SO they’ve done it! Millions voted Labour 
or LibDem, not from any conviction, but 
merely because they were desperate to get 
the Tories out. Yet Labour is also in hock 
to the same internationalist masters the 
Tories served throughout their term of 
office. 

The general election merely changed the 
smirking Prime Dummy, the farce completed 
when Tony Blair kissed the Queen’s hand in 
an empty gesture of insincere homage. What 
changes her reign has seen, for the dreadful 
path followed since 1953 has been from third 
world power to Third World country. 

The innocent voters may hope that Blair will 
make things better, but serious analysts, 
including many on the left, have no such 
illusions. Listen again to Jeremy Seabrook in 
his essay ‘You ain’t seen nothing yet,’ in The 
Observer, 24th March, 1996:- 

“One of the more obvious effects of 
globalism is a detectable slipping away of 
power from the hands of local (i.e. national) 
politicians. Naturally, those who believe 
staunchly in the release of global market 
forces will make a virtue of this. Political 
movements which came into existence to 
modify the effects of unfettered economic 
forces may show a reluctance to go along 
with everything that comes in the wake of 
free markets. But they no longer question the 
need for economic growth and expansion in 
perpetuity, even though this desirable goal 
may bring about fresh severities and punitive 
visitations such as we have scarcely yet 
imagined. 

“... For in a world where money power 
reigns, and takes precedence over all other 
influences, mere political power all too readily 
passes from the hands of nominal elected 
leaders, and into the clutches of drug lords, 
arms barons, media moguls, property tsars, 
the king-makers of industrial empires: anew 
global aristocracy of banditry and brute force 
has already come into being.” ; 

Whatever loony-leftery Blair’s minions get 

_upto inareas suchas education and homosexual 
‘rights’, there is not the faintest possibility that 
New Labour will challenge the globalist 
economic policies favoured by his financial 
and media backers. The innocent millions will 
quickly find the cup of hope dashed from their 
lips, leaving them with a thirst for real change 
and a hatred of New Labour even more bitter 
than that which they felt for Maggie Thatcher 
— at least she told them that her medicine 
wouldn’t taste nice! 

What will happen then? Listen to 
the pre-election warning of leading 
socialist thinker David Selbourne: 

“New Labour has shrugged off 
the Friedmanite fire-sales of 
public goods and civic institutions 

as ifthey were of little importance. 


Yet Labour seems to be heading for clear 
electoral victory. And then what? 

“That is the great unasked,’ and 
unanswerable, question. But political life, 
on Right or Left, abhors an ideological 
vacuum. As the pace of civic dissolution 
quickens, it might begin to be filled, after a 
Labour failure in office, by forces and ideas 
to make any true liberal blanch.” 

Those forces, in case you don’t recognise 
the reference, are people like us. The 
nationalist movement has been demonised by 
the controlled media as a hateful force “to 
make any true liberal blanch.” Yet, in truth, 
our nationalism is merely concerned with ethnic 
integrity and the survival of our people — a 
position also held by black leaders such as 


-Marcus Garvey and Louis Farrakhan. There’s 


certainly no suggestion of racial hatred against 
negroes in the works of Comte Joseph de 
Gobineau, the founder ofracial anthropology, 
or of the many scientists who have followed in 
his path by proving conclusively the existence 
of many ineradicable racial differences. 


Liberal censorship 
De Gobineau has now been airbrushed out 
ofmemory by the corrupt liberal establishment 
ofacademia. Censorship has spread very deep, 
without any corresponding realisation of that 
fact. Consulting a standard book on ancient- 
Greece, I came across the following rather 
sniffish comment in the preface: “A few 
outmoded ideas, especially on racial origins, 
have been omitted from this edition.” 
Naturally, as I had expected, the forbidden A- 
word — Aryan — was in the earlier edition. 
‘Outmoded’ is a handy term; it has a 
similar ring to the ‘letting go’ enjoyed by 
loyal employees when their company is 


_ ‘downsized’. 


Our outmoded race is apparently out of date 
and surplus to the requirements of the multi- 
national consumer world. Before the multi- 
national consumer world, the Nordic origins 
of Greece and Rome were known to every 
undergraduate. Butevery modern universities 
fills its prospectus with bogus non-subjects 
suchas sociology and gender studies. Students 
on such courses have very restricted reading 
lists, full of approved ravings by the likes of 
Betty Friedan and Susan Sonntag. 

For alternative views are rigidly exluded 
under plutocracy’s pseudo-democracy. The 
bandwidth of permitted opinion is very narrow 


“The future rigours of that expedition may cause 
us one day to look back upon the Thatcher years 
(and on their minor Major coda) as a time of high 
humanity, temperance and clemency.” 
— Jeremy Seabrook 


and becomes ever narrower. And hand-in- 
hand with the identification and repression of 
thought-crime goes the steady destruction of 
our more basic freedoms as well. When you 
take a few minutes to consider the staged 
process now leading to the new slavery, it is 
laughably simple and blatant. 

A policy of free trade leads to the gutting of 
British industry. The resulting return of poverty 
levels unseen for sixty or more years is amajor 
contributing factor in an unprecedented crime 
wave. In response, local councils fall over 
themselves to install CCTV systems. They 
close down old peoples’ homes, libraries and 
schools, but they can always find the money to 
stickmore surveillance cameras in the shopping 
centres. And the public, scared of the violent 
crime made worse by drastic and artificially 
imposed changes in the attitudes and make-up 
of the population, think they’re a great idea. 

The same conditions make more and more 
people favour an identity card scheme. A 
modern ‘smart card’ can carry an immense 
amount of detail on a microchip. To allay any 
fears, the scheme is at first described as 
‘voluntary’. However, ID cards will be 
compulsory if you drive a car or claim benefit, 
which immediately accounts for around 80 per 
cent of the population. Bingo! You’re a slave 
with electronic manacles and brands — and 
you acquiesced in your own enslavement. 

A world so threatening and uncertain also 
reinforces tendencies to social isolation and 
atomisation. In a disintegrating society the 
easiest option is to check your door locks, set 
the burglar alarms and slump before the glass 
toilet, with its 30 or more channels of ordure. 

Hilaire Belloc predicted the outlines of such 
a society in The Servile State more than a 
lifetime ago. It’s a simple and stark choice: 
nationalism or enslavement — a land of 
property-owning kinsfolk, run in their own 
interest by leaders they choose from amongst 
themselves, or arootless population employed 
or unemployed at the whims of the multi- | 
nationals and controlled by paramilitary police 
enforcing the orders of a remote bureaucracy. 


The Establishment politicians are just 
the decoys of the currency speculators, 
media moguls, multi-national robber 
barons and drug lords who wield the real 
power in the world of the global market.. 
The wimpish parish councillors of 
Westminster playing Buggins’ Turn as they 
sell our freedom and our jobs 
to the highest bidder, deserve 
nothing but contempt. In the 
future, we shall be amazed 
that we tolerated these 
bought-and-sold straw men 
for so long. 
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FOILED 


“WHEN is the pre-election TV smear going to come out?” was the question which 
every experienced BNP member had in the back of their mind in the couple of 
weeks before the general election. It seemed unthinkable that the enemies of free 


speech and the British nation would allow the party’s historic 1997 campaign to go 


by without launching a major propaganda assault. And, of course, it was 
unthinkable. A vicious smear was indeed planned, but the scheme was thwarted. 

The programme chosen as the vehicle for the intended smear was The Cook Report, 
the sensationalist, low-grade ‘investigative’ show put out by Michael Green’s Carlton 
TV. The first programme in the new series of this piece of gutter journalism was 
originally scheduled for Tuesday 29th April — just in time for the newspapers to run 
follow-up stories on the Eve of Poll — but after the vigilance and experience of its BNP 
targets wrecked the plan, the company’s press officer changed her tune and announced 
that the series wouldn’t start until May. 

The fact that one TV company or another was running a scam aimed at smearing the 
BNP was known to the party’s leadership several months ago. Although the operation 
was extremely sophisticated and elaborate, enough mistakes were made for it to become 
apparent that the supposed ‘representatives’ of the French Front National were not 
genuine. This was the reason for the references on page four of April’s Spearhead to 
approaches by agents provocateurs and to a smear campaign “designed both to scare 
off sympathetic members of the public and to try to disrupt the party’s post-election 
recruitment and political education drive.” 

Following further investigation into exactly who lay behind this dishonest campaign, 
the story of The Cook Report’s outrageous provocation and attempted set-up was 
broken on 11th April in a widely distributed press statement. This is reproduced here 
and explains in broad detail the nature of the attempted scam. Although the mainstream 
press studiously ignored what several journalists privately acknowledged was a good 
story, it was run by London’s trendy-left Time Out magazine. Additionally, the whole 
operation was exposed on the Internet in an 1 1-page report on the BNP Homepage. 


Not just Cook and Gable 


Every nationalist in the English-speaking world with access to the Internet should be 
sure to read the report, and to circulate downloaded copies as widely as possible. The 
text will also be printed in due course in a larger publication, which will examine the 
lessons of the affair and expose the way in which the mass media is used by MIS — 
Britain’s secret political police — as part of its long-running operation to divide and 
marginalise the racial nationalist movement. 

In the meantime, Spearhead is pleased to reproduce some of the key documents 
connected with Carlton’s failed scam, and with the BNP’s security operation and rapid 
response which stopped the planned Eve of Poll smear offensive. Our success was 
admitted by Roger Cook himself when, on the TV trailer for his new series, he said that 
sometimes — ‘very rarely’ — things go wrong and they don’t get the story they wanted. 
Such mistakes, he noted ruefully, are very expensive. 

The huge amount of money spent on the operation is, of course, one reason why 
Carlton TV decided to make the best of a bad job and to broadcast a cobbled-together 
hatchet programme some time after the election. But it is clear that the overriding 
reason for that decision was that the people who were really behind the smear thought 
that it might still dissuade a few enquirers from joining the BNP and, most important of 
all, that it would lead to disruptive tensions within the leadership. 

This calculation is, however, totally wrong. In fact, a full analysis of the whole affair 
has further encouraged the convergence of views which means that the BNP enters the 
vital post-election recruitment and education phase with a spirit of unity and enthusiasm 
which bodes very well for the future. 

Anyone who might still have occasional doubts as to whether or not the BNP is 
on the right track, and as to whether or not the party really has the poténtial to 
become a serious contender for political power in Britain, need only ask this: if the 
BNP was not on the right track, and if it did not pose a real political threat to the 
liberal elective dictatorship which is destroying our country, why would MI5, 
uniformed police chiefs, Carlton television and Gerry Gable all join together in an 
anti-BNP operation lasting many months, and costing many thousands of pounds? 


1. THE COOK. 
TO SMEAR 


+ 


La Plume 
221 Piccadilly London W1V 9LD . Tel:0171 917 9506 
From the Office of M. O G Renard 


Nick Griffin Esq. 
Gribin 

Llanerfyl 
Welshpool 
Powys 


Dear Nick, 


Thank you very much for taking time to meet us last week, I found it a very use! 
constructive meeting. I hope a positive liaison will ensue. 


I realise that you have only our word to go on, I commend you on your trust. I hope y 
understand why we have to be certain with whom we are dealing before we divulge too 


I work for a private committee which raises money amongst the business community | 
Front National. While this is our principal activity, we have a slight degree of p 
independence, increasing international links is viewed favourably by those I represent. 


Above: Part of a letter from the following the 
first meeting in the Telford Golf and Country 
Moat House, where Nick Griffin and a colleague 
discussed the political situation in Britain over 
an expensive lunch in a private dining suite with 
a very convincing ‘French nationalist’. It was 
freely admitted that the ‘London office’ was an 
accommodation address and that ‘Renard’ was 
a nom de guerre. 


Below: Part of the ‘shopping list’ — a list of 
equipment and initiatives which would greatly 
benefit the BNP — comprising of ideas already 
in print in Spearhead and The Rune, prepared 
for the ‘FV’ man while it was unclear whether 
he was genuine or not. Figures are in £ Sterling 


IA ar 
2) Sustainable advance. The package above is the absolute minimum required to make a 
real impact. However, there is a drastic limit with what we can do even with trained people. 
unless at the same time as training them we are able to offer ways in which they can becom: 
involved in the movement on a long-term, sustainable, basis. For this reason, if it is at all 
possible, the first stage should also include at least the following, which would guarantee me 
the full-time and permanent presence of the single other person | really need to make all this 
work, as well as giving us the ability to offer permanent positions to other key people: 


A3 print shop, training & stock * 10,000 
Additional Internet link 1,000 
Translation software (5 languages) 1,000 
CD/CD-ROM origination studio 4,000 
Intelligence equipment 6,000 
Business front 15,000 


Further 4 month's salary/expenses 6,000 
43,000 Running total: 68,000 


3) Major impact. The combination of 1) and 2) above would help enormously with our 
political organisation and would assist in most of the other areas outlined. However, to 
complete our advance, more is needed to help at the street activist, fund-raising and 
intellectual levels. For these, we also need, and have the capability to develop:at the same 
time, the following: 


Screen printing operation 5,000 

Hot foil printing operation 3,000 

British Resistance music operation 5,000 (incl. recording & mass producing 2 initial CDs) 
Youth front 100 

"Flying column" minibus 5,000 

"New right" subsidy 4,000 


Further 4 month's salary/expenses 6,000 
32,000 Total: 100,000 


SS 
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REPORT SCAM INTENDED 
AND DIVIDE THE BNP 


“A New Force for a New Age” 


in 6 months,1 year,5 years. 


Britain,how do you hope to compensate for this? 
likely reaction from the state? 
possible to organise a business liason with yourself? 


of the BNP after this? 


cadre to invigorate the nationalist movement in Britain? 


expected, although the use of the word ‘fascist’ — and 
particularly its misspelling — raised a few eyebrows. 


‘Above: Computer-generated forged photograph. The man circled has 
had a head transplant! Note how ‘his’ head is out of focus compared 
with the others on the platform, and that it is too small relative to the 
genuine ones behind him. The sash also appears to have been added — 
compare its focus and brightness with the ones worn by Le Pen and 
Megret. The crude circle is designed to draw attention away from these 


give-away flaws. 


Mr. Griffin was told that this individual was FN Vice-President Roger 
Holeindre and that he would meet him in Toulon on 10th April. 
Presumably, once ‘reassured’, he would then have been pressed to 
organise illegal paramilitary activity as the condition of receiving the 

.. | Promised political funds “once we’re happy with your security.” 


1)Under your guidance how would you envisage the BNP developing 
2)You mention that there is no intellectual facist tradition in 


3)How do you see the security for your current needs being planned? 
4)If we were willing to investin the music/CD venture,what is the 


Are there ways around this nauseating restrictions of race laws? 
5) I am very impressed with the Resistance Magazine,would it be 


6) At our meeting you mentioned the likelihood of the Conservative 
Party splitting after the next election,what are the consequences 


7) In your honest opinion does the BNP have the necessary intellectual 


I A ARN at oul 


Above: In response to the ‘shopping’ list and supporting 
documents, the Frenchman sent back a number of questions. 
These appeared innocent enough and pretty much what would be 


Below: The biter bit! The press statement which was faxed 
to news editors aound Britain exposing the scam and the 
fact that, for once, someone had got one over on the self- 
righteous and arrogant Roger Cook. Although most of the 
media ignored the story, the statement exposed Cook as a 
provocateur and wrecked any chance of his being able to 
claim that he had fooled or shaken the BNP or any of its 
members. The programme is still expected to go ahead, but 
it is too late to reverse the party’s excellent general 
election showing, and will be a very weak affair, lacking 
the dramatic ending which, from the point of view of the 
ordinary viewer, is the whole point of the show. 


BNP officials responsble for contact with the local media 
should take a particularly close look at the statement. Note 
various key pointswhich should always be adopted: the 
overall layout and single-page format; the attention 
grabbing heading which sums up what it’s all about; the 
series of short, punchy paragraphs; the way in which the 
telephone numbers and information needed to verify and to 
write the story are all there; the fact that the political point 
at the end is kept short and restrained, and how the 
statement concludes with the contact numbers of people to 
speak to for further information. 

Journalists are lazy creatures, so if you write their story for 
them like this, they're far more likely to use it. 


PRESS STATEMENT - 11th April, 1997 


CARLTON TELEVISION'S COOK REPORT OFFERS PARA-MILITARY TRAINING TO 
BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY IN FAILED ENTRAPMENT PLOY 


The first programme in the new seven edition series of the Cook Report, starting on 29th April, 
is planned to feature members of the BNP, following an extravagent and long-running 
entrapment ploy. 


38-year-old NICK GRIFFIN, a former Chairman of the National Front, and now a regular writer 
on political strategy in BNP publications, was approached in November 1996 by two men, one 
a middle-aged Frenchman, one a powerfully-built Englishman supposedly a former Foreign 
Legionaire. They claimed to represent an independent fund-raising committee close to the 
overseas relations department of Jean Marie Le Pen's Front National. 


Mr. Griffin remained suspicious of the approach and noticed a number of possible 
inconsistencies in their claims and behaviour, but while they continued to talk only about 
questions of legitimate political organisation, went along with the operaticn. Last month, 
however, with the inducement of a promise of 100,000 pounds Sterling in funds, they began to 
press for a group of younger BNP cadres to be trained as a security team, including in the use 
of unarmed combat and wooden staves. 


Fully alerted by this, Mr. Griffin pressed for further evidence of their bona fides. As 
reassurance, they provided a forged photo of various individuals with Le Pen and a booking to 
fly to Toulon to meet a supposed senior FN official (details from British Airways, flights on 
10th-11th April, locator no. RNFLUQ, flight BA32600820 from Heathrow Terminal Four at 8.20 
a.m., then IW87 from Paris Orley to Toulon at 12.30). Inquiries into the booking led back to 
the Travel Department of Carlton TV (Central TV, Birmingham, 0121 643 9898, ext. 4095, ask 
for Anthony). 


Further enquiries with the Cook Report team (newly moved to Nottingham, 0115 986 3322, 
press officer Diana Harris on ext. 5097) revealed that a new series of the Cook Report is due 
to start two days before the general election, in which the BNP will display its commitment to 
the democratic process by contesting at least 55 seats. 


Mr. Griffin notified the police on Tuesday 8th April (DC451 Hurford, Welshpool Police station, 
01938 5522345) and also passed to them an unidentified electrical switch which he believes 
may have been planted at his home by a member of the Cook Report team. A police 
explosives expert has stated that the item is not specifically designed as part of a bomb 
circuit, but that "it is capable of being adapted for use as a trigger switch." 


Mr. Griffin has an Honours degree in Law from Cambridge University, four young children and 
no convictions of any sort. Both he and the BNP state their disgust at this attempted 
provocation, entrapment and pre-election smear. Roger Cook is widely regarded in libertarian, 
republican, loyalist and left-wing circles as 'having his strings pulled’ by the intelligence 
services, from which the programme is alleged to receive some of its leads. The Cook Report, 
has in the past been censured by the Broadcasting Complaints Commission over its 
programmes and techniques. Carlton TV was also responsible for the much-criticised 
‘monarchy debate' last year, following which Home Office minister Tom Sackville said that: 
“Carlton has shown yet again that it is unfit to run a major TV franchise." 


ENDS 


Further information 
NICK GRIFFIN 0192 

BNP (JOHN TYNDALL) 03. . ‘ 
More information will be posted on the BNP Homepage over the next few days: 
http://ngwwmall.com/frontier/bnp/ 


America 


The 


of revolt | 


A SERIOUS discussion is currently taking 
place here in the United States. A discussion 
‘not simply among the drunken ‘weekend- 


warriors’ at the local bar, nor the crazies . 


busily at work making bombs in their 
basements in between appointments with 
their parole officers. This is a solemn debate 
amongst otherwise sober and thoughtful 
citizens. The subject? The overthrow of the 
Government! 

Questions are being raised by seasoned and 
reasonable minds as to whether or not a 
manifestly abusive government can be 
justifiably overthrown by its citizenry, and if 
so, is the U.S. an example of such a 
government? The answers which are forth- 
coming as a result of these debates are 
startlingly candid and openly revolutionary! 

A general consensus is that most men, most 
of the time (but for a variety of reasons), strive 
to function within the system. That is, most of 
us agree, as a part of the unwritten social 
contract, that we will support our governments 
and use whatever channels or processes deemed 
appropriate by those governments for conflict 
resolution and the redressing of wrongs. The 
other element of this social contract is the 
expectation that government will in turn act as 
an impartial broker in the resolution of disputes 
brought before it; and that it will, in some 
fashion, be responsive to the needs and 
concerns of its constituency. 


When government becomes tyranny 
_ The first question is one of justification: 
does the right to overthrow a government 
exist? The question then is one of what, ifany, 
alternatives to revolution exist for the citizenry 
when the executive, legislative and particularly 
the judicial means of redressing wrongs or 
~ achieving change are increasingly closed to 
them? Or worse still, when these systems 
pursue a course of action diametrically opposed 
to long-established moral and ethical 
principles. Christian activists and those of the 
racialist/nationalist right have been asking 
these questions for some time. 

The government’s response has been an 
attempt to silence these groups by clumsy and 
sometimes deadly means. Ruby Ridge and the 
Waco massacre being two of the most blatant 
examples. As a result of the government’s use 
of terror, these groups’ ideas, once marg- 
inalised, are becoming more the mainstream 
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reasoning 


change on Britain as well. 


-of intellectual thought. This is of course a 


natural consequence of, and response to, 
repression. Repression in the long run simply 
does not work; the very means of its existence 
pre-establishing its end. Governments 
throughout history, however, seem unwilling 
to understand or to accept this enduring truth. 
The nationally known columnist Charley 
Reese has written that:- 
“The law cannot protect people from tyranny. 
Americans, if they are to survive as a free 
people, will have to rely on some moral 
compass other than the current corrupt law. 
Or they will have to, as others have done, 
force the law to conform once again to their 
morals and sense of justice — not sacrifice 
their morals and sense of justice to the law.” 
Former White House Chief-of-Staff Charles 
Colson, writing inthe November 1996 issue of 
First Things, ajournal of contemporary moral 
and ethical concerns, sees a time when the 


Probably the best-known political prisoner 
in the USA, David Lane is serving a 150- 
year sentence following an illegal double 
jeopardy trial. Accused of murder, his real 
crime was to coin the ‘14 Words’ — the 
hate-free, ‘persecution-proof’ statement of 
the basic aim of racial nationalism: “We 
must secure the existence of our people 
and a future for White children.” 
Although David is locked in a maximum- 
security prison, his wife Katja continues to 
popularise his cogent writings through 
regular newsletters and booklets from the 
14 Word Press (HC01 Box 268K, St. Maries, 
Idaho 83861, USA), to which we are grateful 
for the article reprinted on the next page. 


The two articles reproduced here were written by Americans. They illustrate very 
well the way in which disillusionment with the plutocratic rule of media moguls and 
lawyers has spread from the ‘extremist’ fringe and into mainstream opinion. The 
passive rejection of the liberal dictatorship of the Federal Government and the 
Supreme Court — illustrated by the fact that fewer than half of the electorate 
bothered to vote in the last presidential election — is turning into active support for 
a ‘Second American War of Independence.’ 

Many informed commentators liken the fundamental instability of the United 
States to the situation in the USSR in the last few years of Communist rule. Since 
the USA is the power-house of the global assault on national independence and 
white racial integrity, a political earthquake there would unleash a tidal-wave of 


social contract null and void. While Colson 
has been careful to frame his arguments with 
admonitions against violence, the underlying 
message is still there and is clearly one of 
pessimism. Citing the systematic usurpation 
of power by the judiciary, Colson questions 
whether the State should continue to command 
the allegiance of the people. 


Natural law 

Ifit should not, the question becomes whether 
or not the citizenry has the right to overthrow 
their government. Naturally, there’s no point 
asking the Government! The question can 
only be answered by citing historical precedent 
and resorting to the established principle of 
‘higher law’. To do otherwise would be the 
equivalent of allowing the offender to establish 
both the morality and the duration of his 
offence, and thereby to dictate his own penalty 
or reward. 

Llewellyn H. Rockwell, Jr. writing in the 
libertarian journal Triple R states:- 

“Governments are not and should not be 

permanent, because they are not exempt from 
obeying the moral [or natural] law. Unjust 
and immoral regimes are not blessed by God; 
some times the angels are on the side of the 
revolutionaries.” 

Rockwell cites as an example the profound 
lessons of American history, indicating: - 

“The Declaration of Independence is nothing 

if not a tract on behalf of the eternal right of 

revolution, granted by God to a people who 

have suffered a ‘long train of abuses’.” 

Even before the establishment of the United 
States, Western advocates of natural law had 
established precedents dating back to at least 
the fourteenth century. 

According to Rockwell, both Protestant 
and Catholic reformers have been the most 
outspoken and passionate advocates of the 
view that citizens both can, and should, resort 
to violence when faced with overwhelming 
tyranny. This is a particularly sad and ironic 
revelation in light of the passivity and betrayal 
which characterises so much of today’s main- 
stream Christian community. 

The answer to the first question then is a 
resounding yes, ‘we do, and always have had 
that right’. The founding fathers of the United 
States knew the answer and would doubtless 
have questioned the question itself as being 
self-evident. Thomas Jefferson himself 
thundered:- 


“What country before ever existed a century 

and a half without a rebellion?...The tree of 
liberty must be refreshed from time to time 
with the blood of patriots and tyrants. It is its 
natural manure..:Rebellion to tyrants is 
obedience to God.” 

The second question of one of degree: what 
level of tyranny is too much? This question, 
however, is more subjective and less adept to 
proofs. At what stage of repression does this 


‘higher law’ become invoked? In other words, 


at what level can a people exercise their God- 
given right, and has the current government 
crossed that threshold or so violated the 
conventions of morality that the right of the 
people to act comes into play? 

~ Clearly the list of tyrannical acts currently 
perpetrated by the government against the 
people would have astounded Jefferson. 
However , this tyranny has been instituted in a 
cunningly incremental fashion. 


Slavery by numbers 


Had the population in the 1950s been 
confronted suddenly with the whole train of 
current abuses — the manifold evils of forced 
mass desegregation, the ascendancy of group 
rights over individual rights, quotas and 
affirmative-action, unrestrained immigration, 
punishing taxation and unpunished minority 
crime, majority show trials, and legalised 
double jeopardy, the destruction of the family 
—there would have long since been a 
revolution. And that revolution would clearly 
have been justified, not only by the highest law 
of ethnic survival, but because these abuses 
arise out of policies which have at their base no 
democratic consensus, but which have simply 
been imposed upon the people from above. 

Seemingly, people have become conditioned 
to such abuses so that the level of repression 
needed toinvoke the recourse to ‘higher law’ 
becomes greater and greater with the passing 
of time. As James Madison, wrote during the 
Virginia Convention, June 5, 1788:- 

“Since the general civilization of mankind, 

I believe there are more instances of the 

abridgment of the freedom of the people by 

gradual and silent encroachments of those in 
power than by violent and sudden 
usurpations.” 

In this Madison was clearly right; equally 
clear is the fact that the government has used 
the very methods he Warned against as a 
sinister yet effective tool for the imple- 
mentation of its agenda. 

So there you have it; it would appear that 
there is not currently, nor is there ever 
likely to be, a ‘crystal-ball’ that can foretell 
aclearly defining moment when the gauntlet 
will finally be thrown down. Nor a 
historically sustainable answer to the riddle 
of human forbearance, until the will to 
endure is replaced by the need to act and 
the rush to the barricades begins. What we 
find however is that the very question itself 
portends its own answer. An answer whose 
moment will only become known after the 
act. 


says all too familiar. 


“YOU have given me, among several 
others, the opportunity to speak to the 
American Bar Association. | should 
thank you for the opportunity but, if 
you ignore what | have to say, | will 
have wasted my time and funds in 
coming here. However, even should 
you ignore what | have to say, which 
is what | expect, | do not plan to 
request another opportunity to speak 
to you. The reason being that | am - 
hereby as an American citizen saying 
‘farewell’ to the American Bar 
Association. __ 

“You might think that means that | 
am about to move to another country 
or go into retirement, but that is not 
the case. | am saying ‘farewell’ to an 
organisation | believe will someday 
become as extinct as the dinosaur. | 
say this out of the belief that every 
attempt at serious reform your group 
has made has been one that has been 
only cosmetic at best. 

“(In the future) there will be 
courtrooms, but truth will prevail. 
Anyone who commits perjury or 
suborns perjury will get the ancient 
penalty. If they lie in a murder case, 
they get the same penalty as the 


' murderer. If they set up an innocent 


man, they get the same penalty for 
their perjury and deceit that the 
innocent man would have gotten if 
wrongfully convicted of the false 
charge. 

“| can see you really squirming out 
there because many of you have 
committed horrendous crimes against 
your innocent countrymen. You are 
tallying up how many life sentences 
you would have earned under such a 
system. 

“There will be law schools as well, 
but justice will be taught. Instead of 
turning your leaders into the deceitful 
gold-digging type, which law schools 
have made of you, they will be 
transformed into individuals who serve 
only the needs of justice. They will be 
selected only from men who have 
already proven that they are men with 
a passion for justice. There is hardly a 
man on the bench today who will be 
acceptable to those who someday will 


pick the new type of judge and lawyer. 


“When it comes to lawsuits over 
torts or divorce or contracts or 
property rights, almost all disputes will 
be subject to rapid determination in 
courts of conciliation. Arbitration will 


The eternal lawyer 


The following is an excerpt from the resignation speech made before the 
American Bar by Florida attorney Jon Larsen Shudlick, who could no longer 
tolerate living a life of deceit, lies and tyranny. While the British legal system, 
arguably, has not yet degenerated as much as that which afflicts the USA, 
anyone who has had any contact with lawyers here will find much of what he 


America 


be the key manner of disposing of most 
litigation. It will be rapid, just and 
inexpensive. No rewards will be given 
to the chronic litigators, who will have 
to pay increasing costs to enter the 
system after a series of clear losses 
showing the individual to be a social 
crank rather than a genuinely aggrieved 
citizen. 

“| have read in the past few months 
that litigation has almost become the 
largest, if not the largest, industry in 
the United States. In short, we are 
totally wrapped up in suing each other 
and in committing crimes against one 
another. Because of the system you 
have devised in drafting the laws, in 
enacting them, in enforcing them and 
in interpreting them, you are a 
monopoly that benefits mightily from all 
this social and economic turmoil. 

“You're the core of the problem. You 
are enablers and allies of an 
increasingly hostile and criminal 
governmental system, and when the 
people have had enough of you and 
them, you will all be swept away like 
the dinosaur. 

“You fill your pockets with blood 
money as you send to ‘debtors’ prison’ 
those hard-pressed, middle-income 
men, veterans and solid citizens of all 
walks of life, who now must support 
two families on a diminishing income. 
When those downtrodden men are led 
away, shackled and beaten, you smile 
in your wickedness and deceit as you 
proclaim ‘the judge did it.’ 

“Yet by your tacit approval of this 
criminal ‘Just-us’ system, you have 
become the defilers of wisdom, 
destroyers of the spirit and fornicators 
of the truth. Surely you will be swept 
away and disappear like the dinosaur. 

“We honest, taxpaying citizens 
demand the adversary relationship in 
family law (divorce court) be changed 
to mediation with mandatory 
conclusion. Otherwise, your children 
and heirs will end up spitting on your 
graves for the living hell you will have 
left them. Yes, you will be swept away 
and disappear like the dinosaur. 

“My ten minutes are up. You will 
surely have more time than that during 
which to plunder America and 
Americans. But mark my words well, 
because time is running short. You will 
need every available moment to find 
cover in order to survive what is 
coming upon this land.” 
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Government 


New Labour, same string-pullers 
RICHARD SWAIN looks at the people behind Tony Blair 


OF all the articles speculating on the 
influences behind New Labour, none has 
been as important as one which appeared 
in the Sunday Times back on November 
17th last year. Entitled ‘Blair’s secret 
donors exposed’, the front-page report 
revealed how Tony Blair’s private office 
was financed to the tune of £500,000 in 
secret donations by wealthy sponsors. 

In itself, the revelation served as a damning 
indictment of the fraudulent racket mas- 
querading as a political system with which the 
UK is at present burdened. It confirms that 
behind the TV smiles and the media soundbites, 
the established political parties are merely the 
controlled functionaries of behind-the-scenes 
manipulators who have used their massive 
wealth to prevent the development ofa genuine 
political opposition. 

What was most valuable about the Sunday 
Times article, however, was the implicit way 
in which it revealed the distinctive ethnic 
identities of the behind-the-scenes 


manipulators who have created Tony Blair 
and New Labour. 
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“T am supporting Tony Blair’s new Labour 
because its values, aspirations and promises 
address the values and concerns of our 
community. From helping with welfare and 
community care to combating anti-Semitism, 
from improving education to building 
relations with Israel, new Labour will bring 
new life to Britain.” Michael Levy 


Rt Hon Tony Blair, : 
Leader am tte Labour Party .§ 


For all of the major contributors to Blair’s 
private office fund are prominent members of 
the Jewish community. Among them was Sir 
Trevor Chinn, chairman of Lex Service, the 
UK’s biggest motor dealer. As the Sunday 
Times pointed out, Chinn is President of the 
Joint Israel Appeal, the largest fund-raising 
charity for Israel operating from Britain. He is 
also Chairman of the Britain/Israel Public 
Affairs Centre. 


New Labour, big money 

Also named as the major contributors to 
Blair’s private fund were Sir Emmanuel Kaye, 
a multi-millionaire industrialist; Alex 
Bernstein, former Chairman of Granada TV, 
who has a personal fortune of around £20 
million; and the publishing millionaire Robert 
Gavron, who was recently appointed chairman 
of the Guardian Media Group. Another 
financier was David Goldman, a multi- 
millionaire and chairman of the Sage Group, 
one of the UK’s biggest computer software 
companies. 

The chief fund-raiser and organiser for the 


secret trust was identified as Michael Levy, a 
close personal friend and tennis partner of 
Blair’s, who has been chairman of the charity 
Jewish Care for the past six years. Levy is also 
head of the music publishing group M & G 
Records. 

The article revealed that the money was 
channelled through a ‘particularly mysterious’ 
private account managed by Blick Rothenburg, 
a City accountancy firm. The firm’s senior tax 
partner, David Rothenburg, was in Israel and 
unavailable for comment, but it was established 
that the Blair account was looked after by 
Michael Goldstein, a partner in the firm. 

Laughably, the attempt was made by the 
Labour Party to justify this shadowy financing 
on the basis that it was through a ‘blind fund’, 
which meant that Tony Blair was supposedly 
unaware of the identity of his benefactors. 
But, as the then Tory MP for. Dover, David 
Shaw, pointed out: “You cannot expect people 
to believe that Blair plays tennis with his 
financier and has no idea what he is up to.” 

This lame excuse was an obvious attempt to 
cover up the intimate relationship which has 


“Labour Friends of Israel is now playing a 
critical role in building the partnership 
between new Labour, the Jewish community 
and Israel.” Michael Ziff 


o “Tony Blair is a brilliant and true friend of the 
|| Jewish people and of Israel. I have long been 


proud to work for him and his devoted 
colleagues.” Hon Greville Janner QC 


“Effective and tough race relations laws are 
needed. Only the Labour Party can deliver 
them.” Anthony Julius 


Extracts from a full-page advert by Tony Blair in the 
Jewish Chronicle just before the general election. 
The strings weren’t quite visible in the original 
version though! The short quotes give a-hint of what 
Blair’s backers will get in return for their money 


long existed’between Tony Blair and leading 
members of the Jewish community. In fact, 
the Sunday Times revealed that Blair met 
personally with David Goldman, one of his 
private fund contributors, in February 1995 at 
Levy’s house in Totteridge, North London. 
Over roast beef, they “discussed Blair’s role 
as future potential Prime Minister.” After the 
dinner, Goldman arranged with Levy to make 
two five-figure payments to Blair’s private 
office fund, on the understanding that he 
would remain anonymous. 

What it is crucial to understand in this. 
regard is that Blair’s involvement with such 
people is the consequence ofalong-established 
relationship going back many years, not a 
recent result of the advances made by New 
Labour’s party political bandwagon. For the 
same individuals played a key role in creating 
the New Labour bandwagon in the first place, 
and in grooming Blair for the position he is 
now in. 


Influential circle of friends 

Besides contributing to the private office 
fund, for example, both Michael Levy and 
Robert Gavron are members of New Labour’s 
most important fund-raising committee. 
Gavron is known to have contributed around 
half a million pounds to the party’s general 
funds. Gavron is well-known for his circle of 
very influential friends, which includes Jeremy 
Isaacs, Gerald Kaufman and Michael Green, 
head of Carlton Communications. Another 
friend whom Gavron touched for some cash 
was the East European ‘refugee’ Paul Hamlyn, 
who chipped in £600,000 from his publishing 
fortune. 

Gavron is also a long time associate of Tony 
Blair’s personal spin-doctor and leading 
political adviser, Peter Mandelson, whose 
appointment as Minister without Portfolio — 
Blair’s cabinet commissar — confirmed him 

as the second most powerful and influential 
figure in New Labour. The salary for this new 
job will take the confirmed bachelor’s annual 
parliamentary salary to.£74,985 plus expenses. 

Mandelson, MP for Hartlepool and a former 
member of the Young Communists’ League, 
has been described as having “notably firm 
roots in the Jewish community,” including — 
according to the Sunday Times of 31.3.96 — 
a close relationship with the publisher Lord 
Weidenfeld. His father, Tony, was for many 
years the advertising director of the Jewish 
Chronicle. On 15th March 1996, that paper 
recalled that he was always at his most militant 
when Israel was threatened. Tony Mandelson 
and Bob Gavron were neighbours in 
Hampstead Garden Suburb and became close 
personai friends. 

Gavron explained recently why he felt so 
~ comfortable with New Labour, commenting 
that “if you are a businessman you can quite 
easily vote either way now, as you can in the 
United States.” This statement is quite pertinent 
in view of the continuing presence on the 


Conservative Party’s board of treasurers of 


property developer Sir Geoffrey Leigh, the 
former chairman of the Conservative’s National 
Union, Sir Basil Feldman, and bookmaker. 
Leonard Steinberg. 

And it also helps to explain why Margaret 
Thatcher’s former backer, Sir Trevor Chinn, 
finds it just as easy to support Tony Blair. 
Other Jewish businessmen who are also happy 
to back Blair include Gavron’s millionaire 
publishing friend Paul Hamlyn and the Leeds- 
based millionaire David Silver. 

The same picture emerges among New 
Labour’s leading functionaries. Last year, for 
example, Blair hired the Jewish-American 
Henry Drucker, recognised as the leader in the 
corporate fund-raising field, as professional 
fund-raiser for the party in business (Times, 
14.3.96). New Labour also has a close 
relationship with an organisation called the 
Industry Forum, which was set up in 1993 by 
businessman Gerald Frankel. According to 
the Sunday Telegraph magazine (17.12.96) 
Frankel helps to organise meetings in the City 
between businessmen and Labour fund-raisers. 

The Sunday Times also revealed that the 
£200,000 raised for the Labour Front Bench 
Research Fund came from a small group of 
businessmen which included Alex Bernstein, 
property developer Norman Hyams and Ashley 
Mitchell, chairman of the charity World Jewish 
Relief. The fund helped to pay for staff and 
office expenses for, among others, Jack Straw 
and Robin Cook. This may help to explain why 
the one of the latter’s very first actions on 
taking over at the Foreign Office was to propose 
hosting an international conference on how to 
use Switzerland’s ‘Nazi gold’ to compensate 
persecuted Jews. 


White House influence 

The man who organised the private polls 
which Blair’s spin-doctors used to decide day- 
to-day policy during the election campaign 
was Dan Greenberg. According to the Guardian 
of March 16th, 1997, Greenberg — one of Bill 
Clinton’s most influential early advisors — 
met Blair and Gordon Brown at the White 
House several years ago, and Labour strategists 
have kept in touch with him ever since. 

Blair also appointed the multi-millionaire 
Jewish film producer Sir David Puttnam as a 
member ofhis business committee. Puttnam is 
a close friend of Edgar Bronfman Jr., owner of 
the massive MCA entertainment group and 
Universal Studios, and President of the 
immensely powerful Zionist organisation, the 
World Jewish Congress. 

Himself an influential figure in film-making 
and broadcasting, Puttnam is a close personal 
friend ofthe Prime Minister, who, according to 
the Guardian (6.2.96) spent that Christmas 
with his family and Puttnam at the latter’s large 
holiday home in the South West of Ireland. 
Puttnam advised on New Labour’s election 
broadcasts, collaborating with another 
prominent Jewish member of Blair’s inner 


Government 


‘men such as its chairman Charles Hambro, | ~— ee - : 


Bob Gavron: Publisher and puppet-master 


circle, image consultant Philip Gould. Gould 
has significant connections in the United States, 
where he has worked as a member of Bill 
Clinton’s election team. He is married to Gail 
Rebuck, Chairman and Chief Executive of 
Random House UK, part of the giant US 
publishing empire owned by the Jewish 
Newhouse family. 

Tony Blair’s close ties with key personnel of 
the Zionist lobby in Britain go back many 
years. He is an old and close friend of the 
President of the Board of Deputies of British 
Jews, Eldred Tabachnik. Blair and his wife 
shared barristers’ chambers with Tabachnik 
in London. Blair’s pre-election vote-hunting 
included making it known among the Jewish 
community that he is fond of kosher food, 
although this titbit was kept out of the way of 
the animal welfare lobby, which is increasingly 
frustrated over the failure of the established 
politicians to tackle the scandalous cruelty 
involved in ritual slaughter, where terrified 
animals are turned upside down in special 
crates to have their throats slit without humane 
stunning and left to bleed to death. 


Tougher Race Laws 
Of course, even to mention such things in 
Britain today is to risk condemnation and 
possibly even prosecution under the Race 
Laws. Yet, even before he became Labour 
leader, Tony Blair was already a leading 
supporter of the Board of Deputies’ campaign 
for tougher ‘anti-racist’ legislation. As Shadow 
Home Secretary, he addressed Board of 
Deputies’ meetings and demanded Home 
Office investigations into alleged links between 
‘far right’ political organisations and ‘racial 
attacks’. He also reaffirmed his personal 
commitment to the implementation of 
legislation outlawing any communications in 
any way critical of the Jewish community — 
even though in practice these generally involve 
comments on the power and influence of the 
Zionist lobby, rather than hostility to Jews per 
se. 
This set a pattern which Blair has followed 
Cont. overleaf 
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Government? 
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rigidly as Labour leader. In December 1995 he 
addressed the Board of Deputies’ annual 
President’s Dinner and spoke of his and his 
party’s ‘very deep’ links with Jewry. He again 
pledged to strengthen British laws against 
‘racism’ and called for vigilance against the 
rise ofnationalism in Europe and elsewhere. A 
month earlier, Gordon Brown, then Shadow 
Chancellor, echoed the sentiment when 
delivering the Balfour Day speech in Israel. 

Blair’s assurances in this respect were 
reaffirmed at a Jewish charity dinner in 
September 1996, attended by Chief Rabbi 
Jonathan Sacks, Israeli ambassador Moshe 
Raviv and Blair’s old mentor Eldred 
Tabachnik. Blair promised that under his 
leadership New Labour was committed to 
introducing stronger legislation against ‘anti- 
Semitism’ (i.e. criticism of Zionist influence) 
and ‘racism’ (i.e. the suggestion that traditional 
British culture and identity should be 
preserved). 

The same fanatical devotion to the interests 
of the distant state of Israel and opposition to 
white resistance against multi-cultural 
ethnocide has also been shown by Blair’s new 
£135,406 per-year Lord Chancellor, Lord 
Alexander Irvine. As well as being the main 
influence behind the Labour Party’s plans for 
constitutional ‘reform’ which will dismantle 
Britain and set her constituent sister nations at 
each others’ throats, Irvine is a leading member 
of the Labour Friends of Israel. Irvine led the 
campaign in the House of Lords for the 
eriactment of legislation ensuring that ‘racially 
motivated’ assaults would carry a sentence of 
up to five years more than similar ‘non-racial’ 
crimes. According to the Jewish Chronicle of 
10th May, 1994, he also lobbied for new laws 
against ‘group defamation’ forbidding the 
production and distribution of material aimed 
at a group of persons identifiable by race. 

Irvine and Blair are determined to 
incorporate European Community ‘anti-racist’ 
legislation into British law. In November 1996, 
New Labour committed itself to enacting 
legislation which would make any questioning 
of the alleged ‘Holocaust’ against the Jews 
during World War Two acriminal offence. No 
such protection, however, has been suggested 
for the many other holocausts in this century, 
such as the mass murder and forced starvation 
of more than seven million Ukrainians by 
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SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case 
_an SAE would be much appreciated. Thank you. 


Random House boss Gail Rebuck. 
Don’t call her ‘babe’! 


Stalin’s mainly alien commissars in 1932-33. 

This plan was announced by Blair’s then- 
Shadow Home Secretary Jack Straw. The 
Jewish Chronicle reported on 13th October, 
1995, that Straw cited his own Jewish ancestry 
in justifying his support for ‘anti-racist’ 
legislation and his opposition to tougher 
immigration laws. Now that Straw has replaced 
the Conservatives’ Jewish Home Secretary, 
Michael Howard, his parliamentary salary has 
risen to £103,860 per year. 

In January 1997, Blair publicly supported 
the bill put forward by Labour MP Michael 
Gapes, a leading Gentile member ofthe Labour 
Friends of Israel, designed to make ‘Holocaust 
denial’ a criminal offence punishable by two 
years in prison. Although the bill failed, Blair 
condemned the “twin evils of anti-Semitism 
and racism” and promised that a New Labour 
government would introduce similar leg- 
islation. 


Inverse racism 

The utterly one-sided nature of Blair’s 
opposition to ‘racism’ was exposed when he 
spoke in outraged tones of the murder of 
Stephen Lawrence, a young black man, who 
was alleged to have been killed by whites at a 
time of racial tension in South London in 
1993, but totally ignored the murder of Richard 
Everitt, a young white boy stabbed to death by 
a gang of Asians only a mile or so from the 
Labour leader’s Islington home. 


Such realities of life in multi-racial Britain 
have no place in Blair’s list of concerns; he 
only sees that: “We still have problems of 
racism — particularly against black and Asian 
people. We still have people that (sic) are 
desecrating Jewish cemeteries up and down 
the country.” Again, no mention of the fact 
that such unpleasant acts of vandalism often 
turn out to have been the work of totally 
apolitical schoolkids or of Zionist extremists 
trying to discredit their political opponents. 

It is interesting that some British Jews have 
opposed these proposals for further ‘anti-racist’ 
legislation, warning that it could actually 
increase anti-Jewish sentiment by giving the 
impression that Jews have some kind of 
privileged position and influence. Others have 
the same worry about the identity of New 
Labour’s secret backers being made public. 
Jarvis Astaire, the millionaire Jewish 
businessman who was a member of the circle 
behind Harold Wilson in 1974, and who 
nowadays supports New Labour, has 
complained that public knowledge ofthe ethnic 
identity of Tony Blair’s backers, as revealed 
by the Sunday Times, might lead to “latent 
anti-Semitism.” 

Astaire’s idea for preventing such a 
development, however, is not to curb the illicit 
and undemocratic activities in which he and 
his fellow businessmen are engaged, but to 
prevent any details of them from being made 
public. His proposal to this effect is the 
outlawing of any ethnic description in such 
circumstances by dint of a new law against 
‘group defamation’ — precisely the idea which 
Blair and Irvine have already promised to 
introduce. 

This is very dangerous thinking. If Astaire 
and his friends really want to prevent the 
rise of ‘anti-Semitism’ in Britain, they 
should cease immediately their attempts to 
manipulate the British political and legal 
processes for their own ends. They should 
accept their position as a minority in this 
country and cease acting as if they are a 
majority with a God-given right to trample 
over the historic birthright of freedom of 
the indigenous British. And they should 
give up their long-established policy of using 
their disproportionate wealth and influence 
to try to prevent the emergence in Britain 
of a genuine political opposition to multi- 
racialism and internationalism. 


WANTED: Second-hand filing cabinet for 
growing Spearhead archives. Can collect. If 


you have one you could donate, please drop us 
a line at the usual address. Thank you. 


THE RUNE. Please note that all the material 
for the long-delayed issue no. 13 of The Rune 
is still in the hands of the police, who refuse to 
return it. The editor and team — who have also 
been very busy with other BNP work — 
apologise to subscribers, who will be receiving 
a bulletin and a suitable substitute shortly. 
Thank you for your patience. 
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STRANGE PIPER, OUR TUNE 


Spearhead observer CLIVE FARRER attends 
the Referendum Party’s Alexandra Palace rally 


GETTING off the train at Alexandra Palace 
station around mid-day, we’re greeted by 
uniformed girls who direct us to bus stops 
for free transport to the meeting. Here is 
the first contrast between Jimmy 
Goldsmith’s big bash and my memories of 
several decades of racial nationalist 
meetings, with their cancelled or altered 
venues, police harassment and Rent-A- 
Mob laid on — very often by gentlemen 
from the same tribe as Sir James. 
Outside the Palace itself .are clowns, 
majorettes, refreshment stalls and terrific 
security. I find myself wondering what would 
happen if I started handing out BNP literature. 
The doors to the main hall open well before 
the 2 p.m. start time and all seats are taken 
very quickly. A 15-piece orchestra starts up 
with the Trumpet Voluntary, followed by the 
Standard of St. George — good, stirring 
stuff. The audience give the impression of 
being ‘modest’, ‘retiring’ patriots. There is 
little sign of the robustness of genuine 
nationalists and I find myself sneering a little 
at their bone china attitudes. Still, it’s good to 


see the “sea of white faces” (99.99 per cent). 


At 1.40 p.m. the band strikes up Land of 
Hope and glory, followed by Rule Britannia. 
All very ‘Last Night of the Proms’, including 
the mass waving of little plastic Union Jacks. 
I reflect grimly on our old marches, when real 
Union Jacks were confiscated by policemen 
who broke the ornamental heads off the poles 
“so they can’t be used as weapons.” 


Video display 

Then our attention switches to a multiple 
big screen version of the video of facts on the 
EU which was sent out to millions of homes. 
Finally, at 2.21 p.m., the former Tory party 
Treasurer, Lord McAlpine, opens the 
meeting, telling us that “there are already 
nearly 10,000 people here .... the largest 
political meeting since the war.” 

He is followed by the Telegraph’s rural 
journalist Robin Page, who notes that there 
are TV crews from all over the world — 
except for the BBC. “Does the BBC stand for 
‘Brussels B C’?” After an excellent and 
amusing speech, he then chairs the meeting. 

In quick succession we hear from several 
polished speakers. Brian Slater, a northern 
solicitor, bemoans as a ‘disgrace’ the way in 


which the Referendum Party is ignored by the 


Establishment media (“you ain’t seen nothing, 
mate,” I smile to myself). A Tory, Andrew 
Roberts, gives frightening details of how the 
EU will finish us off economically, then 
attacks John Major’s sell-outs on law and 


order, immigration and Northern Ireland. 
“No-one has the right to sell our birthright, to 
betray our unborn and our glorious dead” — 
thunderous cheers. Then we hear from the 
botanist and ecological campaigner David 
Bellamy, with a good but depressing account 
of how EU agricultural policy is destroying 
the countryside and the very soil of our land. 
Continuing with the list of well-known 
speakers, the chairman introduces another 
Telegraph writer, Christopher Booker. He 
reads out the incredible EU rules and 
amendments to the driving test, then tells us 
that there are already 50,000 EU diktats — 
with 5,000 more being added every year. 
Other speakers continue in a similar vein, 
mixing facts about the Euro nightmare with 
emotional nationalist rhetoric. All powerful 
populist stuff, although I have to cringe at the 


Sir James 
Goldsmith: 


Robber-baron 
turned defender of 
the nation-state, or 

a safety-valve? 


mass singing of ‘Let the people decide’, led 
by George Hargreaves, a black lay preacher 
standing for the Referendum Party in 
Walthamstow 

Finally, after a cameo appearance by actor 
Edward Fox, the Man himself appears. Sir 
James Goldsmith gets his 550 candidates to 
stand up, to much applause. He gives a good 
speech in a clipped, high voice. He savages 
John Major for making anti-EU speeches in 
spite of having signed the Maastricht Treaty, 
“which put us on EU auto-pilot.” Then he 
turns his scorn on Tony Blair, whom he also 


the pariy's national funds. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
_ the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 
Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party ‘s to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW 


tears to pieces. Their essential agreement on 
Europe makes this into a phoney election, as 
they have a ‘gentleman’s agreement’ not to 
make it a campaign issue (just as with the even 
more important issue of immigration, thinks 
I). And who wants all this? Who makes it all 
possible? “The political bureaucrats and the 
media establishment.” The speech ends with 
an impassioned plea for every possible vote 
for the Referendum Party. 

Waiting on the station platform on the way 
home, I get talking to fellow meeting-goers 
from various political parties. I declare my 
colours and unburden my soul — my 
experiences as an active British nationalist, 
how we have been hounded and harried, 
ignored and smeared. To my pleasant surprise, 
they are all very understanding, even 
approving; they end up blushing at the activities 
and attitudes of their old parties. 

I am sure that the people with whom I spoke 
were representative of the entire 10,000 
there, in turn a cross-section of ‘Middle 
England’. By switching to the Referendum 
Party from their previous political allegiances, 
they have already made the biggest break 
with their past. No doubt the same is true of 
most of the sorely disappointed activists and 
local officials of the U.K. Independence 
Party. Whatever one’s suspicions about the 
motives and ultimate aims of the leaders, 
their followers are essentially sound. 

The new parties top which they have 
turned have no long-term future. In the 
long-run, the only organisation which could 
put the policies they support into practice 
is the BNP. They have already switched 
once; with the right combination of external 
circumstances, internal organisation and 
presentation, we can get them to switch 
again. The mould is breaking; our efforts 
will not be in vain! 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: Reading the article ‘Every little helps’ in 
Spearhead a few months back reminded me 
of myself 18 months ago. Here in Leicester 
leafletting had dropped off and, at the time | 
started to become active, only regional © 
activities and local meetings were taking 
place. | got hold of about a hundred of the 
BNP leaflets which had been produced about 
the Castle Hill gypsy site and went out with 
them on my own. Then | got someone local 
to come with me and we’d go out every 
couple of weeks. Soon it became every 
week, then someone else joined us and we 
made it twice a week. 

At the start of last year we set ourselves a 
target of 12,000 for the year, but when it was 
decided to fight the election we put in more 
effort, finally putting out 40,000 leaflets in the 
year — just between the three of us. Now we 
always leaflet twice a week and, as we have 
now six people active, there are always at 
least two available for each session. 

During the last six months we've started to 
concentrate on enquiries. Every single one 
gets visited, and as a result we now have a 
BN round to thirty regulars who take the 
paper every month. That's just the beginning; 
50 a month is the next target, then it will be 
100. We’re also hoping to set up a five-a- 
side football team in a local league soon. 

The best part of it all is seeing the different 
kind of people who enquire and who go on to 
buy the paper. Party publications always talk 
about the people from all walks of live who 
get involved, but seeing it as you knock on 
doors is something else. The delight in 
peoples’ faces when we say “we're from the 
British National Party” makes the sometimes 
cold and damp evenings leafletting well 
worthwhile. 

Campaigning in Blaby, where John 
Peacock has stood in elections before, it is 
obvious that people are pleased to see us 
again. | think it’s very important to keep 
returning to areas which have been leafletted 
before, so that the message is strengthened. 
Whatever votes we end up getting this time 
around, as long as all the enquirers are 
visited and at the very least converted into 
regular paper buyers, things can only get 
bigger and better for the BNP. 

WAYNE 
Leicester 


SIR: As a conservationist employed by a 
leading environmental charity | do not 
recognise Richard Molesworth’s description 
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of us. | fear he is confusing the so-called 
‘Green Party’ political lobby with genuine 
environmental activists. The difference is that 
these people expound theoretical verbiage, 
while genuine conservationists get out and 
do active conservation work. | do not regard 
the ‘Green politicos’ as true conservationists 
and neither do many of my colleagues. 
Indeed, in the many years that | have been 
active in environmental conservation, | have 
only known one individual who is both an 
active conservationist and a member of the 
Green Party. 

Most of my fellow genuine conservationists 
share the belief that both the world as a 
whole and this country in particular are 
grossly overpopulated by homo sapiens — 
the one species in the living world which is 
out of balance with the natural scheme of 
things. Equally, there is an almost universal 
acknowledgement that the reason for this 
problem has been the irresponsible 
population increase among non-whites, both 
in the backward (‘Third World’) parts of the 
globe and among immigrant-derived 
populations which have in the last few 
decades established themselves in countries 
like Britain. | admit the difficulty of trying to 
get people of any sort (be they 
conservationists or any other section of the 
community) to say that we should solve our 
over-population problem by repatriating 
coloured immigrants and their descendants, 
but most people are aware that something 
must be done. Despite their present 
unwillingness to support openly the BNP’s 
stance, many quietly agree with our policy. 

| sometimes despair that the BNP has not 
taken on board a much more enivronmental 
programme, as has been done, for example, 
by the Front National. Let us go out and tell 
the people of this land that every single 
coloured resident in our country takes land 
that could be covered with trees or wild 
flowers and support all sorts of wildlife. Let 
us point out to the British people that our 
green fields, woodlands and wetlands are all 
threatened by new housing developments 
made necessary by the population increase 
among ethnic minorities and by the way in 
which so many whites are moving away from 
the increasingly unpleasant cities. Let us 
point out that white flight is a major factor 
contributing.to traffic jams and air pollution, 
since the millions of whites who have moved 
out of the urban areas have to drive back in 
to work each day. 

| once read an article that stated that for 
every extra human in our country, up to 
twenty birds and small mammals are 
displaced (i.e. wiped out). Which would we 
prefer? Should we British share the land of 
our ancestors with song birds, red squirrels 
and otters? Or should we share it with 
immigrants? 

J. B. WAKEMAN 
Warks. 


SIR: Re. Nick Griffin’s article on ‘The 


Letters 


underclass’ (Spearhead no. 336). Stock 
Exchange lice are parasites too, in 
comparison with whom yon Jimmy with his 
can of Special Brew is small béer. Thése are ~ 
the people who created the desolation of our 
nation, not the useless drunk. 

TOM CALLOW 

London E2 


SIR: This letter is to apologise for a Race Act 
raid of several years ago. | am a police 
officer. Some time ago | was ordered to raid 
a nationalist’s home over an alleged ‘breach 
of public order’ regarding ‘incitement to racial 
hatred’. It felt stupid to be giving such high 
police priority to what seems to us ‘bobbies 
on the beat’ to be the least of our problems. 
It seems that rape, burglaries and the 
muggings over which our hands are tied are 
not as threatening in our superiors’ eyes as 
expressions of British nationalism! 

The experience of raiding the house of a 
leading nationalist got me thinking and since 
then, quite apart from reading some of the 
material seized, | have found out more about 
the. BNP. Now | understand the hidden 
forces and motives behind such intimidatory, 
raids. 

| must remain anonymous as | intendeto 
continue serving as a police officer, but | can 
nevertheless assure you that my sympathies 
lie with the BNP. 

Our senior officers give us the analogy that 
our job is like trimming a hedge: we can 
never eliminate crime, our job is to keep it 
within ‘acceptable limits’ and to ‘keep public 
order’. If the BNP take a flamethrower to that 
crime hedge, the police will be out of a job. 
SERVING POLICE OFFICER 


SIR: Apropos the current wave of reviews of 
legal injustices, how about a consideration of 
a few less publicised cases: 

(1) The illegal persecution of Lady Jane 
Birdwood by the Ealing Social Services, in 
breach of the meagre right established by 
Section 4(3) of the 1976 Race Relations Act 
under which elderly native Britons may 
express a preference for a white carer in 
their own homes. 

(2) The enormous disparity in sentences 
for murder or manslaughter in the following 
cases: 

(i) Throwing an Asian into a dockyard basin 
— “at least 22 years”; (ii) Driving a car at a 
woman whose house you have just burgled 
— four years, increased to five-and-a-half 
years on appeal; (iii) Stalking a young 
woman for two years before stabbing her to 
death and leaving her body in the boot of a 
hire car at Gatwick airport — “at least seven 
years before considered for parole.” 

Of course, all such crimes should be 
punished with the utmost severity, but the 
law should be impartial and colour-blind, not 
heavily weighted in favour of immigrant 
criminals. 

M. F. INGRAMS, 
Orpington, Kent 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE 0374 454893) 


PO Box 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.00. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF-A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects 
of the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (éd Campbell) £15.00. 
A handsome; well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4thto 11thcentury, 1982rep. 1991,272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00 An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "War crime" 
— the Allied terror bombing of an undefended 
city, packed with refugees fleeing from rape and 
murder at the hands of the Red Army. 19985, xiv, 
315pp. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00.A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written 
in the light of the present day. 1975, 25Opp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo-Saxon 
culture and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans, 1952, thised. 1991, 256pp. 

BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect 
of Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 
1987, 62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence from 
EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 
1989, 324pp. 

* CALLIT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
An updating of the classic None Dare Call It 
Conspiracy. Shows how socialism is a product of 
the wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous political consequences. Author is an 
American geopolitical analyst. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about 
the destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. Once onsale in ordinary bookshops, but 
now only available from the nationalist underground. 
1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s 
freedom to travel and communicate and of the 
smear campaign against him. The book relates 
largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into Australia. 
1994, xi, 208pp. 

CASTLE OF LIES: Why Britain must get out of 
Europe (Christopher Booker and Richard North) 
£8.95. Devastating effects of European 
bureaucracy on our daily lifes and how the truth 
is covered up. 1996, xii, 244pp., 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. A welcomereturn to print. 1974, 48pp. 
CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 


Here is the latest list of our books. Prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Payment, in sterling only, should be enclosed 
with all orders. All cheques or postal orders 

_ should be made out to the "BNP Book 
Service" only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely ta be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 


order address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 
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Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


highly controversial story of Britain’s WW Il 
leaders. Believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it 
describes its central character as the man who 
ruined Britain and the British Empire in his insane 
vendetta against Germany. 1987, 591pp. 
CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War 
in its demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great 
national leader. The author is less scathing in his 
treatment of his subject than is Irving, even 
stating that Churchill was a “great man’. 
Nevertheless, the book highlights our war Premier’s 
overweening personal ambition and is particularly 
critical of his failure to come to an agreement with 
Hitler after British forces had been defeated in 
Europe in 1940. A valuable new contribution to 
revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows 
how liberalism and lack of political realism brought 
about Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, 
industrial and military fields. Aclassic work by a 
mainstream historian 643pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 


A 


account of 

| the customs 
and way of 
life of our 
ancestors 


See this 
page 


Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRYING WOLF: HATE CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox) £13.00. A survey of 
over 120 cases where "race attacks" have been 
fabricated for political or financial advantage, 
1994, 128, (20)pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the money power and 
its threat to the freedom of mankind. The author 
was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard Harwood) 
£1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly 
refutes the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. An all- 
time Revisionist classic. 28pp. 

DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995,vii,126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 


EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) . .. 
£7.95. Controversial view of the EU, arguing that 
itis fascist and corporatist in inspiration Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA andinternationalists 
such as Arnold Tynbee and Joseph Retinger. | 
1996, 149pp. 

FABLE OF THE DUCKS AND THE HENS £5.00. A 
full colour cartoon story of how a hard-working 
society of gullible ducks is subverted and 
dispossessed by the crafty hens. A fable for all 
ages. 1996, 21pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War...the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Community.1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed 
as an omnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and freedom. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies 
clinicalmethods to an investigation of the 
‘Holocaust’ and dissects a number of popular 
myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 

HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of revisionists and exposes the lies of 
those seeking to suppress free enquiry on the 
subject. 1994, 179pp. 

IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £35. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British nationalism 
from the ‘30s to the "70s. Not a hymn of praise, 
but generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author, whose real name 
was Francis Parker Yockey,, rejects Marx, Freud 
and other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 
1.9. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and 
their significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 
IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 
JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by an 
heroic Israeli professor. This detailed examination 
of the deeply anti-Gentile teachings of much of 
Judaism is a real eye-opener. Buy it! 
LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over to for mass 
slaughter by the Soviets between 1944 and 
1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an 
American engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. 
Leuchter effectively testified that such installations 
could not have existed in German occupied Europe 
before or during 1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 
LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and 
a demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face 
of Terror. 1994, 128pp. 
MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 
MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. 
A fictional portrayal of life at the start of the 
coming century, with white people under the lash 
of the racial ‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 
MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen). 


£4.80. Astudy of the political power and ambitions 
of America’s and the world’s financial capitalists 


and of their link-up with communism. 1970,- 


144pp. 

‘NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline: of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the Second World War, 
including information on previous upheavals. The 
author had the honour of being imprisoned without 
trial for four years during World War Il, despite his 
status as a member of parliament. Originally 
published 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in anumber of areas, showing that they are based 
not on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal 
tendencies. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972,288pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which wield it in 
the present century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, 
a professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. A specialist book, but one of great 
importance. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 


Page 24 


Courageous 
anti-Zionist 
Jew 

provides an 
insight into 


the 
machinations 
of a very 
powerful 
political 
lobby 


See this 
page 


reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


* RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 rep 1983, vi, 
273pp. , 


*RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial 
egalitarian dogmais flawed despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. - 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. Areprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the 
Southern Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels 
inspired the epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a 
Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite picture. 
1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 
RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources 
to earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the ERM and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism. The book created a 
sensation on its release last Autumn. 1995, xviii, 
427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 


‘Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 


destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, 
self-styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. Shortly after this exposure 
of Gable’s lies, the author was assaulted at his 
home by a group of thugs. His libel action against 
Searchlight and its distributers has now stopped 
a number of bookshops stocking Gable's hate- 
sheet.1993, 36pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A 
standard authority on the secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 
200 years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 
419pp. 

SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION ULSTER 
MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. The 
author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement 
to which the province has been subjected by 
direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN. TO PRAY (Mervyn 


Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 


and tradition with important sections on the 
relations between Moslems and host societies 
and Islam and Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 
SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 . 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition 
and ready for handy reference. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. Aseries of articles from the Socia/ Creditor 
dealing with political and. economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the 
problem of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the 
UK's membership of the EU and a description of 
the various alternatives to membership. 1996, 
111pp. 

* THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. 
An exposure of the illegitimate power structures 
that exist in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99. The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed. 
1969, 343pp 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. 
Enigmatic businessman defends the concept of 
the nation state and points out the perils of free 
trade, particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT {Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action 
of the Government in signing the Treaty of 
Maastricht. 1994 123pp. 

* Truth OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £4.40. 
Describes the effects of the ‘winds.of change’ in 
Africa and the agencies responsible for the plight 
of that continent today. 3rd ed., 1995,xv,92pp. 
USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 


REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 


links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 
WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£19.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. A real eye-opener from an author who 
can’t be smeared ‘anti-semitic’ by the enemies of 
the truth! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the origins of WW2, the creation of 
Israel and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 


NEW BNP BOOKLIST OUT NOW! Includes 
many ‘politically incorrect’ works which are 
impossible to obtain elsewhere. A copy will be 
sent out to everybody who orders from the 
smaller list published above. Or send two first- 

class stamps to: BNP Book Service, ’ 
c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! 

Who Are The Bend-Benders? 
Hard-hitting and well-researched study of how a tiny 
minority exercises a vastly disproportionate influence 
over ‘our’ mass media. £1.30 post-free or ten pounds 
for ten copies post-free. Buy copies and distribute them 
to friends, put them in libraries, send them to police 
officers and magistrates — help get people talking about 
the great taboo of modern politics. 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 8p post-free. 


Fight Back! - 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies-are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 81p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 30p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 6Lp post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 50p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, old 
and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £1.88 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £1.88 post-free. 


Who are the 2 
MIND-BENDERS 


OUT NOW ! 
Important new 
BNP booklet about 
the control of the 
media in Britain 
(details above). 
Essential reading 
for everybody who 
has ever felt 
uneasy about the 
sort of material 
shown on TV, played on the radio and 
printed in the mainstream press. Media 
lies and degeneracy threaten you and 
your kids. Who is to blame? 


The people who rule Britain 
through control of the mass media 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.56 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.56 each post-free. £1.35 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


BNP Key Rings 


Key rings. with attachment bearing BNP logo in red,,. 


white and blue. £1.80 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.55 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which features sections on ‘Health and 
Welfare’, “A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and 
“Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time 
For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! 
which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 


* community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 


is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party is pushing 
this year in the run up to the General Election and is sure 
to generate interest. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet — replacing old 
one on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the 
killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 


Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 
Major government. - 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 
Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 
Video of Rally ’95 costs £16.05 including p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November Sth 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, 
Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recogding of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk 
Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by 
Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by 
Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89 and Rally ’90 are also 
available. All feature a wide range of speakers, including 
John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds and David Bruce, plus 
some excellent contributions from local BNP officials 
and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 
education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 
— use it to help build the BNP! 


RALLY ‘96-97 


Party Annual Rally, January 25th 1997 


Hear:- 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS 
JOSE RAMOS 
NICK GRIFFIN 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 


The latest BNP Annual Rally was held in spite of 

frantic opposition efforts to prevent it. See and 
lear great speeches made in an electrified 
atmosphere. Rally ‘96-'97 costs £15. 83 incl. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 
Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


NEW TAPE! Two recorded talks by John Tyndall: The 
BNP: a movement for the new century. An exposition of 
the main BNP policies; Time for action! A summons to 
the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves and get 
involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with total 
freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 
6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At Last, 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US 
currency only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 
Back to work! 


AS WELL as giving so generously to the BNP’s General 
Election Fund, helping the party to top its £10,000 target, 
Spearhead readers also contributed a total of £152 to the 
Bristol Branch leaflet appeal. As a result of this, and of 
further generous support locally, the party’s South West 
units have just taken delivery of an initial 30,000 copies of 
a brand new anti-paedophile leaflet. Many thanks to 
everyone who helped make it possible. 

Printed on both sides, and double the size of normal leaflets, 
this is a hard-hitting attack, not just on these vile perverts, but 
also on the Establishment weakness and corruption which 
protects them. The Labour Party in particular are going to be 
very angry about it! 

Although the leaflet was produced primarily = a campaign 
in a specific part of Somerset, it is ideal for use anywhere in 
the country where paedophiles are being allowed to operate, 
or have been housed after premature release from prison. 
BNP units with such problems in their areas should send an 
SAE for samples and prices, c/o BM Box 4238, London 
WCIN 3XX. 

In the meantime, every activist should be following Bristol 
BNP’s example and getting back to work in the campaign to 
build the party. Every unit musthave at least one team working 
as quickly as possible through the follow-ups produced by the 
TV and radio broadcasts and election literature. Members 
who are not involved in this vital operation should be holding 
leafletting drives nearby on the same evenings, and new 
enquirers should be invited to get involved with them straight 
away. Get people into the habit of being active! 


Success or failure -— it’s in your hands 

The urgency and importance of this work cannot be over- 
estimated. The BNP’s 1997 election campaign achieved all its 
objectives, but its long-term success or failure will be decided 
by the follow-up work done over the next three months. 
Sympathisers must be turned into members. Members must be 
turned into activists. Activists must be turned into organisers 
and fund-raisers. 

The party’s national leadership is as busy now as at the 
es of the election. Make sure you are too. Work to win! 


Don’t miss your monthly copy of Spearhead — Britain’s premier nationalist magazine. Becoming 


ALL THESE CHILDREN WOULD BE 
ALIVE TODAY IF OUR SPINELESS 
POLITICIANS HAD THE GUTS TO 
DECLARE WAR ON PAEDOPHILES 


Clockwise from top left: Susan Maxwell; Caroline Hogg; Sarah Harper; Sophie Hook; Daniel Handley and Karen Griffin 


The killers of all these children were either known or convicted paedophiles — like 
dozens of other child-killers. How many more must die before something is done? 
Only when we lock away the perverts who prey on our children, removing them 
from society completely, will our streets and playgrounds be safe again. And for 
paedophiles who kill their victims, the only just punishment is the rope! 


SUPPORT US IN OUR CAMPAIGN TO RESTORE OUR 
CHILDREN’S FREEDOM AND SAFETY — 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
Tel. 0374 454893 


Front of the new leaflet. The reverse side attacks the Old Parties and asks 
just how much are they influenced by high-level paedophile rings? . 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


seuseteneeenensocesccnacosuee BNP’s successful 1997 general election 


| : | 

| a subscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular copies ‘hot off the The monthly officia: BNP newspaper. 
press.’ Andincome from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead''s long record of frank and Eight big pages packed with news and 

| fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe today! facts the controlled mass media don’t 

| sine want you to get to know about. 

| COMO OKO REE MERE COTTER T UOTE TTT T TUTE TOT E TTT T TTT STOTT TESTE TESTES TET T ETT CEES TTT TU ETE T SETH FEET E TREES EES EERE EEE ES The current issue is a great souvenir of the 

l ADDRESS aa iik ness cevecscusesedescsvccevectvcevcvecscucccosauaphaapenit: coRtth oat 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): 


eA aa campaign. It includes a big feature on how 


the BNP highlighted the real issues: ‘jobs; 


British Isles: £22.50 (1 Overseas surface mail: £24.60 O Unsealed air mail Europe: crime; pensions; immigration; Europe, and 
£25.66 (1 Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.300 Unsealed air the NHS.” Plus many other election- 


mail Australasia, Far East: £33.90 O 


related features. Make sure you don’t miss 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remittance is in this historic issue. 


any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required with cheques and money orders and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| £2.50 with banknotes. 

| Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 
| 

| 

| 

| 


10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100-199 copies: 69p 
each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: SSp each (For advice on postal rates please 


contact our office). 


includes payment for other items. 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to PO Box 117, subscription details, send 3 first class 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for Spearhead in a remittance which stamps or 2 IRCs to Br itish Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


BNP Action 
MONEY NEEDED WOW! 


The British National Party is extremely 
grateful to ail those who donated money to 
enable the party to meet the considerable 
expenses it incurred in fighting the recent 
general election. However, financially the party 
is not yet ‘out of the wood’. 

A large backlog of printing bills exists which 
has to be paid off. The party’s printers have 
been very patient in awaiting payment, but 
they cannot wait indefinitely. 

The financially stronger BNP branches are 
expected eventually to be able to pay the bills 
for the printing of their candidates’ election 
addresses, but some of the weaker units are 
having to be subsidised in this regard by Party 
Headquarters. Headquarters funds, however, 
are very depleted as a result of the campaign 
and need replenishment if the party is going to 
be able to meet this commitment. 

We must therefore ask supporters to send in 
contributions to help the party clear its debts. 

It must always be remembered that the BNP 
is not financed by Goldsmith money. The cost 
of its election deposits and a part of its can- 
didates’ literature has been met by the 
donations of ordinary British folk, very few of 
them affluent. Some have made really big sac- 
rifices in proportion to their modest means. It is 
almost a miracle that the party raised enough 
to mount the election challenge that it did. 

It now needs to be financially stable so as to 
exploit the great opportunities that now lie 
BRITAIN REBORN sets out the BNP’s policy aims on:- (1) British Nationalism: anidea | ahead in the next phase of its struggle. This © 


whose time has come; (2) Out of Europe: back to freedom; (3) The regeneration of means that it needs your help. Please give 
British industry; (4) Restoring Britain’s social fabric; (5) Education for national sly! 

survival; (6) The mass media: time for a clean-up; (7) Tackling crime at its roots; (8) generou Lie : a 

A nation healthy and fit; (9) Transport for a modern nation; (10) Care of the All contributions should be sent to British 


environment; (11) Race and immigration: time to face the facts; (12) The Arts: time for National Party, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
a counter-revolution; (13) Keeping the Kingdom united; (14) Defending Britain; (15) DA16 3DW 


Britain and the World; (16) Leadership for a new century. Price £3.83 incl p&p. 


OFFICIAL BNP _ 
MERCHANDISE 


BNP MUGS. White ceramic mugs with 
the official logo from British Nationalist 
(Union Jack flag with BNP roundel 
overlapping). Printed in red, white and 
blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 each ifordering 
more than one. For bulk orders of 11 or 
more, only £2.80 each. Allprices include 
p&p. Please make cheques/POs payable 
to ‘BNP Southern Region’ and send to; 
The Secretary, P.O. Box 300, Emma 
Street, London E2 7BZ. 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are gone? 

The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 
spent all in one go. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as well. 
If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will be 
pleased to help. 


All profits from sales go to central party 
funds, so by buying these top quality 
mugs you help fund the BNP’s Battle for 
Britain. Order yours today! 
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WHOSE BRITAIN? 
The choice is yours! 


Help to build a future for white children — 
JOIN THE 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


For more information send 50p, 
or a larger donation, to:- 

The Secretary Lipie a aha ipetecanien eae: 
clo P.O. Box 117, Address. hie 
KENT: DA16 3DW 

"PHONE 0374-454893 | ONGIOSC ivi sess tetnisessecsrenvneas 


Nan .......)\...... 
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